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CURRENT TOPICS. 


UNEXPECTED DIFFICULTIES have arisen with reference to 
the working out of the arrangements made by the 
recently issued rules of the Supreme Court, relating to 
the transfer of officers from one department to another, 
and in consequence of these difficulties, delay is occa- 
tioned in the vacating by the present occupants of the 
tooms set apart for the judges. The result is that the 
proposed removal of the judges’ chambers from Rolls 
Garden to the Royal Courts of Justice has been post- 
poned, 





Ow1nG To THE CONTINUED INDISPosITIoN of Mr, Baron 
Huddleston, it is anticipated that his lordship will be 
unable to undertake his circuit duties; and, if so, it is 
not improbable that Mr. Justice Fry will be called upon 
to fill the place of circuit judge. No definite arrange- 
ment, however, had been made up to Thursday after- 
hoon, and at that time Mr. Justice Fry had directed 
twelve causes to be in his Chancery paper on Monday. 





Tue surre or Rooms in the Royal Courts of Justice set 
‘part for the Chancery Paymaster still remains unoccu- 
pied, not—we need hardly say—from any reluctance on 
‘he part of that official to avail himself of the handsome 
sccommodation provided, but from the neglect of the 

ury to provide him with a staff competent to per- 
form the work of the office according to the require- 
‘ments contemplated in the arrangement entered into 
‘between himself and the Treasury, and in accordance 





with which the rooms have been fitted up, We have 
often pointed out the advantage likely to result to the 
public, not merely from the removal of the Paymaster to 
the neighbourhood of the legal offices, but also from the 
proposed remodelling of his office in six divisions ; and in 
the present depressed condition of the national finances 
it may not be altogether unimportant to remember that 
the Government is now practically paying heavy rent 
for two sets of offices for the same department, one of 
them being unoccupied. 





By THe peatu of Dr. Heffter, Germany has lost one of 
her most distinguished public jurists. His great work 
is perhaps the most authoritative of recent treatises on 
international law, and is remarkable alike for clearness 
of classification and for the care with which the state- 
ments are supported by the citation of authorities. It was 
first published in 1844, and reached a second edition in 1848, 
In 1857 M. Bergson translated it into French, and after his 
death his version was revised by the author. In 1860 
a Greek translation was published by a learned professor 
at Athens, and it has been stated that in 1864 the book 
was translated into the Polish language. It is by this 
work, of course, that Dr. Heffter is best known, but he had 
previously produced several other books on Roman Law 
and other subjects, and a treatise on the German criminal 
law. He studied law at Leipsic and Berlin, and in 1820 
became assessor of the Court of Appeal at Cologne. 
In 1822 he was appointed Professor in the University of 
Bonn, and after remaining there about six years, re- 
moved to Halle, and thence to Berlin, where, among 
other offices, he had held those of Professor in the Uni- 
versity and President of the Council of the School of 
Law. 





Tue Crancery Cause List contains 459 causes, 
distributed with tolerable evenness between the five 
chancery judges. The paper of the Master of the 
Rolls contains 103 causes, including 37 with wit- 
nesses; that of Vice-Chancellor Malins contains 
85 causes; that of Vice-Chancellor Bacon 83; 
that of Vice-Chancellor Hall 89 causes (including 37 
with witnesses); and that of Mr. Justice Fry contains 
99 causes, including the 50 recently transferred. The 
cause list for last Hilary sittings contained 378 causes 
only. The appeals for the present sittings number, from 
the Chancery Division, 64 from final orders and 33 from 
interlocutory orders, making in all 97 chancery appeals. 
There are 101 appeals from the Common Law Divisions, 
of which 16 are from interlocutory orders. From the 
Probate, &c., Division there are 16 appeals, 3 of which 
are from interlocutory orders, andthere are about30 bank. 
ruptcy appeals, making in all 244 appeals, as against 
208 appeals last Hilary sittings. The result of the 
lists is to show a heavy increase in the pending work 
alike of the Chancery Division and of the Court of 
Appeal. 


Rute 3 of the rules under the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act prescribes that the ‘‘clerk of each court of sum- 
mary jurisdiction shall keep the register required to be 
kept by him in pursuance of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act, 1870 [see section 22], with such particulars as appear 
by the form in Part III. of the schedule hereto.” The 
register is, by section 22, to be ‘‘a register of the 
minutes or memorandums of the convictions and 
orders of the court, and of such other proceedings as 
are directed by a rule under the Act to be registered.” 
The form contains six columns, in which will have to be 
entered the names of the complainant and defendant, 
the nature of the complaint, the ‘‘ minute of adjudica- 
tion, and the names of the justices adjudicating.” It is 
plain that the keeping of this register will entail a con- 
siderable increase of labour on the part of clerks to 
justices, and these gentlemen will, no doubt, turn their 
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attention to those provisions of the Acts 14 & 15 Vict 
c. 55, 8. 9, and 40 & 41 Vict. c. 43, which allow salaries 
to be ‘‘ varied.” The register itself, of which the germ 
may be found in the register directed to be kept by the 
Licensing Act, 1872, will no doubt be useful to justices 
of the peace, if they choose to take the trouble to exer- 
cise that privilege of search which the Act allows to them 
only, and to persons authorized by them or by a Secre- 
tary of State (section 22, sub-section 6). Similar observa- 
tions apply to the form of account of fines, “to appear in 
chronological order,” to the remitted fees-book, and to the 
security-book, which is to show “ the name and address 
of each person bound, showing whether he is bound as 
principal or as surety, the sum in which each person is 
bound, the undertaking or condition by which he is 
bound, the date of the security, and the person before 
whom it is taken.” The entry of all these particulars 
will require much attention and neatness, and in course 
of time the accumulated ‘‘ books” will form an exten- 
sive library. We somewhat miss a rule providing for 
their destruction after a given period of time—say twenty 
years. 





A case heard before one of the metropolitan police 
courts this week reminds us of a useful but comparatively 
little-known Act, which was passed with a view of add- 
ing to the security to be derived from servants’ 
characters. It would be well that servants should know 
that the 32 Geo. 3,c. 56, makes punishable with a fine of 
£10 or imprisonment any person who falsely personates 
a master or mistress, and gives any false, forged, or 
counterfeited character to any one offering himself or 
herself as a servant; or who knowingly and falsely 
asserts in writing that any servant has been hired for 
any period of time or in any capacity other than that 
in which he or she shall have hired such servant; or that 
any servant was discharged or left his or her service at 
any other time than that at which he or she was dis- 
charged or actually left; or that any such servant had 
not been hired or employed in any person’s service. 
And the same penalty is imposed on any oper- 
son offering himself or herself as a servant who 
asserts or pretends that he or she has served in 
any service in which such servant shall not have 
actually served, or offers himself or herself with a false, 
forged, or counterfeit certificate of his or her character 
or skill, or adds to or alters, effaces, or erases any word, 
&c., in any certificate given to him or her by his or her 
last or former actual master or mistress ; or having been 
before in service shall, when offering to hire himself or 
herself as a servant, falsely and wilfully pretend not to 
have been hired in any person’s service. In the recent 
case, a servant who had been dismissed for misconduct, 
twelve months afterwards assumed the name of a fellow- 
servant who had been with her in her former place, but 
had since left; and applied. in such name to the former 
master for a character. The fraud was discovered, and 
the servant was convicted. 





Ir HAS BEEN sTaTED by one of the leading cab pro- 
prietors of the metropolis that the Acts relating to hack- 
ney carriages in the metropolis are about to be consoli- 


dated by the Home Office. We trust that this state- 
ment may prove correct. The statutes appear to be 
eight in number, aud, taken asa whole, they contain 
more repetitions than any set of statutes we are 
acquainted with; one was passed (if we remember 
right) in a panic after a cab strike; the direction 
of another that cabs must carry a lamp has been 
habitually disregarded; and the last enables a Secre- 
tary of State to make “regulations” overriding 
most of the statutory provisions, but directs that “all 
the provisions of the Acts relating to hackney carriages” 
shall continue in force subject to any such regula- 
tions, With regard to the form of the law, we would 





— 
express a hope that such “regulations” as may seem t 
be desirable will be placed in a schedule to the Bill, to be 
altered by the Home Office in case of necessity, and ye 
would suggest that sections 37—68 of the Town Polics 
Clauses Act, 1847, which regulate hackney Carriages ip 
all large towns (for they are incorporated by section 17} 
of the Public Health Act, 1875), may very well be taken 
.as models. The thirty sections contain nearly as much 
as the whole body of the metropolitan statutes put 
together, and it has not been found necessary to amenj 
them. With regard to amendments of substance it may 
be suggested that cabs should be divided into two classes, 
like the voitures de place and the voitures de remise of 
Paris, And we cannot but think that the 9th section 
(sub-section 3) of 32 & 33 Vict. c. 15, which enables g 
Secretary of State to make regulations (among other 
things) ‘‘ for fixing the rates or fares as well for time as 
for distance to be paid for hackney carriages, . . . pro. 
vided that it shall not be made compulsory on the driver of 
any hackney carriage to take passengers at a less fare 
than the fare payable at the time of the passing of this 
Act,” had better disappear from the statute-book unless 
some return to the public in the shape of improved 
accommodation be stipulated for. As a matter of fact 
the power of increasing fares has never been exercised 
by the Home Office, and it is at least doubtful whether 
such a power should be intrusted to the executive. 





THE COPIOUS AND ELABORATE ForMS which are appended 
to the rules under the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, 
‘do not,” we are reminded in a preliminary note, 
** supersede those in the schedule to 11 & 12 Vict. c, 43, 
which may, so far as they are not inconsistent with the 
provisions of any later Act, be still used in cases to 
which they are applicable.” The forms under both Acts 
are permissive only, the Act 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43 enacting, 
by section 32, that “the forms in the schedule to this 
Act contained, or forms to the like effect, shall be good, 
valid, and sufficient in law,’’ and the new rules pro- 
viding (No. 30) ‘‘ that the forms in the schedule hereto or 
forms to the like effect may be used, with such varia- 
tions ascircumstances require.” We think it is much to be 
deplored that the full powers of section 29, par. (b), and 
sub-section 2 ‘‘ to prescribe the forms to be used under 
the Summary Jurisdiction Acts or any of them,” and to 
‘fannul” any forms contained in the Summary Jutis- 
diction Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), have not been 
exercised in the matter of the latter forms. If statutory 
forms are meddled with at all, they should be completely 
abrogated and superseded. A good precedent for proper 
action in this matter may be found in the rules issued 
by the Local Government Board under the Bastardy Act, 
1873, s. 6, which exercised the power of issuing new 
forms so completely that the statutory forms appended 
to 8 Vict. c. 10 were swept away from the statute 
book by the Statute Law Revision Act, 1875—whether 
rightly or wrongly we need not here inquire. 





THE NEW PENNY PosTAGE sTAMPs have the solitary 
merit of adhering to paper as well as receipt stamps do; 
but in most other respects they are a questionable 
improvement. As a work of art they are lamentable. 
The engraving is coarse; her most gracious Majesty i 
represented with something like a black eye and a 
appearance of discoloration on the temple; her lips 
are African in character, and her profile is entirely 
devoid of expression. As regards utility, the colour of 
the new penny stamp appeaf’ to be an adaptation of that 
used in the judicature stamps, which, as most persons 
who have to deal with them know, are apt to lose their 
colour on being dipped in water. The object in bot 
cases is doubtless to prevent cancelled stamps from being 
cleaned and used again, but in the case of stamps in 
such universal and careless use as penny postage stamp 
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jt would seem to be more desirable to prevent this by 
the use of indelible cancelling ink than by fugitive 


colour. 





FoLLOWING THE EXAMPLE set by the Temple Benchers, 
the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn propose to devote a set of 
rooms tc providing common rooms for the use of mem- 
pers of Lincoln’s-inn, both barristers and students, pro- 
yided a sufficient number of members of the society 

ress a wish to subscribe 10s. 6d. a year. The rooms 
will consist of a reading-room, writing-room, and 
smoking-room, with a kitchen for providing tea and 
coffee, &c., on a tariff to be settled by the committee, 
and they will be managed by a committee to be elected 
by the subscribers. . 





Our READERS Will find in another column a copy of an 
order of transfer of fifty causes from the Master of the 
Rolls to Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and, for the purpose of 
trial or hearing only, to Mr. Justice Fry. 








At the recent Surrey Sessions the learned chairman (Mr. 
Hardman), in his address to the grand jury, alluded to the 
Habitual Drunkards Act, which had just come into force. 
It was a desirable statute, but there might be a difficulty in 
carrying it out, as before persons could be sent to “ retreats ”’ 
they bad to declare themselves habitual drunkards, He 
thought it would be an improvement in the law if courts had 
the power to deal with persons who were led into crime 
through their own intemperance by sending them to retreats 
tobe under control and treatment without their consent. 
Referring to the Summary Jurisdiction Act, he said he 
thought it contained some admirable provisions, but in his 
opinion there were difficult clauses which were unintelligible 
and unworkable, owing to the number of alterations which 
had been introduced during its progress in Parliament. 


At the Surrey Sessions on Tuesday a discussion took place 
on the salary of the clerk of the peace. The July Quarter 
Sessions recommended an increase of £500 a year to be made 
to the salary of the clerk of the peace (Mr. Wyatt), after a 
strenuous opposition on the part of Lord Midleton, The 
matter had subsequently been under the consideration of the 
Home Secretary, who had declined to sanction the increase. 
In the letter written by Mr. Godfrey Lushington from the 
Home Office it was stated that the emoluments of the office 
in salary and fees amounted to £2,240, that his whole time 
was not required, and that he was entitled to follow his 
private practice. In order to place the payments on a legal 
footing, the Home Secretary made an order for raising the 
salary from £1,150 to £1,375. The increase of £225 would 
be merely nominal, as it would represent the average 
annual amount of the additional payments that had been made 
to the clerk of the peace during the last five years, without 
the authority of the Secretary of State, in respect of services 
relating to the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act and the Par- 
liamentary Registers. The chairman (Mr. Leycester Penrhyn) 
moved, in consequence of the letter, that the order of the court, 
made at the Midsummer Sessions, 1873, sanctioning payments 
to the clerk of the peace for work done and expenses 
incurred under the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, be 
rescinded, and also that the order of allowance made in 
1877 for the Parliamentary Registers be likewise 
reacinded. Lord Onslow seconded the motion, and an 
animated discussion ensued, Mr. Hardman declaring that 
he had studied the Act under which the orders were made, 
and believed the court had authority to make the orders. 
Mr. G. Austin thought that the Home Office was eneroach- 
ing on the rights of the magistrates. Mr. Hinde Palmer, 
QC., moved an amendment, “That, inasmuch as it 
Sppears from the letter of the Secretary of State, dated 
the 28th of August, that the procedure required by the 
statute of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 55 has not been complied with, 
the validity of the order of the Secretary of State, dated 
the 20th of November, and purporting to be made under 
the statute, is open to doubt, and that the farther con- 
sideration of the subject be adjourned to the Easter Ses- 
sions.” Lord Monson seconded the amendment, but the 


GOVERNMENT INTERFERENCE ON BEHALF 
OF FOREIGN BONDHOLDERS. 


In connection with Lord Salisbury’s recent reply to the 

Turkish bondholders, it may be interesting to refer to 

the general principles laid down by Lord Palmerston in 

1847, when Lord George Bentinck proposed to obtain 

redress from the Spanish Government for the English 

holders of unpaid Spanish bonds. 

Lord Palmerston fully admitted that according 

to the law of nations, one government was entitlea to 
enforce from another Government redress for all wrongs 

done to its subjects, including the non-payment of debts 
due to them from foreign bondholders, but he pointed 
out that there might be differences as to the expediency of 
thus interfering in different cases. Ifa foreign Govern- 
ment forcibly seized the property of British subjects 
it would clearly be the duty of the British Government 
to enforce redress. So it would be if a British subject, 
engaged in trade with the subjects of a foreign country, 
cannot obtain from the tribunals of that country the 
redress he is entitled to, it being to the advantage of this 
country to encourage commercial dealings with foreign 
countries. But, on the other hand, it was not for the 
advantage of this country to encourage British subjects 
to invest their capital in loans to foreign countries ; and 
if the principle were established that the payment 
of such loans would be enforced by the arms of Eng- 
land, the British nation would always be liable to 
be involved in serious disputes with foreign countries 
upon matters with regard to which the British Govern- 
ment had never been consulted. 

Lord Palmerston, however, both in this speech and 
in a circular which he issued in January, 1848 
(See Phillimore’s International Law, vol. 2, p. 9), 
warned the defaulting Governments that the British 
Government might hereafter be compelled to depart 
from its established practice, and to insist on 
the payment of debts due to British subjects. But 
this threat has never been acted upon, and would 
be practically very difficult to put in execution against 
any State with a large debt and finaneially embarrassed. 
For such a State, the first step towards paying its debts 
is the establishment of a competent and honest adminis- 
tion, and this is, in most cases, more likely to be 
hindered than advanced by the hostile action of a 
foreign Government, even if that one power were allowed 
to interfere by itself, and were not obliged (as it 
probably would be) to defer to the jealousies of 
other Powers and ask them to co-operate with it. — 

But, apart from the practical difficulties of enforcing 
payment, the financial history of Turkey, Egypt, 
and Peru (not to go back to Spain and other 
earlier instances of lavish borrowing, followed by re- 
pudiation), shows that facilities for contracting foreign 
loans are rather a danger than an advantage to an ill- 
governed State, and that any alteration in the British 
rule against interfering on behalf of foreign bondholders, 
which would assist similar borrowing for the future, 
would be very undesirable. And it would be difficult to 


interfere at all without doing this. 








The Western Jurist says that a Western lawyer, who was 
blind in one eye, in addressing the jury, said: “In my 
argument I shall not use anything but what is absolutely 
necessary.” ‘Then,’ remarked one of the jurymen, “ take 
one of the glasses out of your spectacles.” 

At the Gloucestershire Quarter Sessions, Mr. Dorrington, 
the chairman, announced that probably it would be the last 
time he should preside in that court, as he stood first on the 
list for sheriffs for the ensuing year, and it had been decided 
that his holding the county chairmanship did not exempt 
him from serving as sheriff. Mr. Barwick Baker moved @ 
memorial pointing out the inconvenience of such appoint- 
ment, which could best be obviated by deciding that “— 
chairmanship should be an excuse from shrievalty. Ear: 
Ducie, the Lord-Lieutenant, seconded the resolution, which 





motion was ultimately carried. 


. 


was carried unanimously. 
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OUR JUDICIAL SYSTEM. 


A consmrraste period of time has elapsed since the 
Judicature Acts came into operation, and we may now 
fairly form some estimate of the result of perhaps the 
most sweeping measure of law reform that, so far as 
practice and procedure are concerned, was ever passed. 
Very vague and unpractical ideas existed in the minds 
of many among those who talked loudly of law reform 
at the time when the new enactments were fresh topics 
of discussion. Very absurd ideas, for instance, pre- 
vailed on the subject of the fusion of law and equity. 
The notion that every judge should administer all 
branches of the law indiscriminately seems to us un- 
practical. Itis contrary to the fundamental principle 
of the division of labour. It would deteriorate the 
quality of the law, and would tend to make it more 
uncertain. Division of labour tends to produce per- 
fection in the performance of particular processes, but 
it, no doubt, tends to narrowness of general capacity. 
It is clearly desirable that there should be tribunals 
dealing with all branches of law in order that the 
harmony between them may be maintained, and some- 
thing of philosophical breadth be preserved in the whole 
system. But it seems to us that these should be tribunals 
of appeal, where matters are generally more fully and 
leisurely argued than before the inferior tribunals. We 
cannot think it desirable that when rapid dispatch of 
business in matters of first instance is required, it should 
come to be the theory that.any intelligent man can, by 
the light of nature, dispose of matters of a technical 
nature with which he is wholly unacquainted. The 
unfamiliarity of a judge with the subject-matter of 
inquiry causes, to say the least of it, very great delay, 
and it is always mischievous when the counsel engaged 
know, and know that they know, a great deal more 
about the matter than the judge. It is a false position 
for all parties. The present system of leaving two 
common law judges to deal with equity matters in 
vacation is absurd, and we cannot think that sending 
Vice-Chancellors to try murders is anything better than 
a reckless experiment. We believe that though it is 
right that there should be but one court of justice, 
nevertheless there ought to be various members, so to 
speak, of that one body performing special functions. 
At present, however, it seems to us that we are very far 
from having arrived at anything like symmetry or 
harmony in the interior arrangements of our one court 
of justice. 

With that natural conservatism so distinctive of 
Englishmen, and which is practically far more beneficial 
than it is logically defensible, the framers of the Judica- 
ture Acts endeavoured to combine as little disturbance 
of the associations and arrangements of the past as pos- 
sible with the new and more philosophical system that 
they were intending to establish. It was thought, and 
probably with justice, that so the change might be most 
safely and conveniently accomplished, and no rude shock 
given to the continuity of our judicial system. It was 
probably thought that the new system would gradually 
in its working throw out those elements of antiquity 
which were fundamentally inconsistent with itself. 
These expectations have been very largely fulfilled with 
the help of some supplementary legislation ; but it seems 
to us that matters have now come to that pass in 
which certain remnants of the old system obstinately 
bar the way to the complete symmetrical development of 
the new. The truth onght to be faced, and at whatever 
sacrifice to old and cherished historical associations, that 
that which is really incompatible with the essence of the 
new system ought to be abolished. 

By the Judicature Act the old Courts of Queen’s 
Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer were sub- 
stantially preserved under the name of Divisions, 
and ever since then, under the name of Divisional 
Courts, they have continued to sit at Westminster, 
without much apparent difference in their pre- 





sent state of existence from that which they 
previously to the Act, except that in most cases ty, 
judges only sit instead of three. It is unn to 
recapitulate the comments that have frequently beg 
made on this state of things. It has been objected tha 
it causes a waste of judicial power, and that it is 

and illogical to employ several judges at Westminster ¢, 
do what one judge does at Lincoln’s Inn. An 

was made to bring about an alteration in this respect 
the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, but this Act has 
not been very fully carried out in this respect, and, as jt 
seems to us, for obvious reasons. It was a@ piecemes 
and incomplete measure, and appears to have over. 
burdened the Court of Appeal without obviating th 
necessity for divisional courts. It seems to us that the 
only adequate way of dealing with the matter and fully 
carrying out the policy of the Judicature Acts is tp 
abolish divisional courts of more than one judge alt. 
gether for the purpose of the ordinary proceedings in an 
action, and to increase the staff of the Court of A 
throwing upon it a great part ofethe work that the old 
courts in Banc used to perform. There is no doubt that 
a great deal of Banc work was really in the nature of 
appellate jurisdiction—such as motions for new trials on 
the ground of misdirection. We should vastly prefer 
such a system as that we sketched out some time 
ago (22 Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat, pp. 346, 367), in 
which the single-judge system was contrasted with the 
three-judge system. We still entertain the strongest 
opinion that a single judge does not constitute a good 
tribunal for the decision of points of law or of mixed 
law and fact, still less of fact alone. We do not believe 
in a system which produces a weak and unsatisfactory 
tribunal of first instance and numerous appeals, in which, 
as often as not, the decision of the court below is re- 
versed. But the difficulties in the way of working out 
a three-judge system in courts of first instance are very 
great under existing circumstances. The chancery 
lawyer has a great faith in the one-judge system. The 
common lawyer has an almost invincible belief in 
the Jury system a’ upplicable to tacts however technical 
an mplicated. é system we sketched ou 
articles we refer to contemplated the application of the 
three-judge system to the Chancery Division, and very 
considerable restriction of the use of trial by jury. We 
firmly believe that if such a system could be established, 
it would be a far more reasonable and satisfactory one, 
and if it were a question of establishing a judicial 
system de novo, there would, in our opinion, be no 
question about the matter ; but there are, we maust admit, 
great difficulties arising out of long previously existing 
conditions, political, legal, and social. In the mean- 
while, as we have said, the working of the new system 
has resulted in a most anomalous and unsatisfactory 
state of things, and if the plan we have always advocated 
cannot be adopted at present, let us, at all events, make 
our system for the time being thorough and harmonious. 
How this should be accomplished we propose to consider 
hereafter. 


enjoyed 








It is said, remarks a writer in the Central Law Journal 
that some years ago an English gentleman bequeathed to 
his two daughters their weight in one pound Bank of 
England notes. The elder got £51,200, and the younger 
£57,344. A story is told of the famous French grammariap, 
Vaugelas, as an instance of eccentricity. He was in receipt 
of several pensions, but so prodigal in his liberalitics that he 
always remained poor, and was rarely out of debt, and finally 
acquired the soubriquet of hibou, from his compulsory, 
assumption of the habits of that animal, only venturing in the 
streets of a night. After disposing of his property in his will, 
he said: “Still it may be found that after the sale of my 
library, these funds will not suffice to pay my debts. The 
only means I can think of to meet them is that my body 
may be sold to the surgeons on the best terms that can be 
tained, and the proceeds applied, as far as they will go, to 
the liquidation of my debts, As I have been of little 
service to society while I lived, I shall be glad if I can 
become of any use after I am dead.” 








Yan. 10, 1880. 










SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 191 








Rehtews. 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Jae Justices’ Norz-soox. By W. Knox Wicram, 
Barrister-at-Law, J. P. Middlesex. Stevens & Sons. 


The title and plan of this work are rather happily 
gonceived, and it is not bad reading, even for persons 
qho are not justices. The main fault we have to find 
with it, indeed, is that it ie such good reading. There 
js not a little padding which is amusing enough on a 
first perusal, but seems to be rather out of place in a work 
intended for constant reference. The disquisition on 
the birch rod, the sarcastic observations on the expecta- 
tions frustrated by the withdrawal of the Criminal Code 
Bill, the observations on husband and wife, and some 
of the anecdotes are illustrations of the contents to which 
we refer. We confess, however, that we should be sorry 
to miss some of the anecdotes—e.g., “A man was in- 
dicted the other day for stealing a watch from the 
pocket, which, in professional fashion, he had at once 
passed on to an accomplice. Consequently, he was 
searched in vain. The evidence, however, was clear 
enough, and while the jury were considering their ver- 
dict, I saw the judge, by whom I chanced to be sitting, 
write down the word ‘guilty’ at the foot of his notes. 
He should have waited a little. The prisoner had been 
well defended; the case was the first which that jury 
had tried, and they couldn’t get over the tumultuous 
eloquence of his counsel about the watch not having 
deen found. So in five minutes’ time they turned round 
and mildly answered ‘not guilty.’ ‘Gentlemen,’ said 
the judge, as tne prisoner bolted like a rabbit down the 
steps, ‘I may now tell you that I have here four previous 
convictions for similar offences against that man.’ ‘ Oh, 
my lord, why couldn’t you say so before?’ said the 
foreman.” Some of the headings, such as Agreement 
{p. 60), and Election, Parliamentary (p. 152), seem to 
have a rather remote connection with the subject. But 
when this has been said we have nothing but praise for 
the book, which is a justices’ royal road to knowledge, 
and ought to lead them toa more accurate acquaintance 
with their duties than many of them have hitherto 


possessed. 








General Correspondence. 


NORTON v. LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The report of this case in last week’s issue of the 
Werxty Reporter, p. 173, will have been read with great 
interest by all persons concerned with the question of 
light and air to property, and itis deeply to be regretted 
that the Court of Appeal has shelved the main question. 
This will have to be fought at a future time ; meanwhile 
the judgment seems to leave matters worse than they 
‘were, 

The customary width of four feet outside their fence 
was claimed by the defendants, and the Vice-Chancellor 
allowed them two feet, but this the Lords Justices declared 
to have lapsed as surplus land. Lord Justice James in 
his judgment says, “The defendants have wholly failed 
to establish their defence in respect of the ownership of 
‘any ground outside their quickset fence;” and, again, 
“The hedge should be the real boundary—the visible 
boundary.” 

Euclid’s definition of a line is length without breadth, 
4nd if a growing hedge is in this category I can under- 
stand the language of the Lord Justice. A growing 
_hedge, however, has breadth as well as length, and surely 
the Lord Justice cannot mean that the plaintiff has the 
ight to cut away the defendants’ quickset to the centre 


of the stem. He must, I presume, mean the ‘‘ visible 
boundary ” to be its outside branches, but these outside 
branches overhang the strip of land in question, and 
this strip of land the Lords Justices have decided has 
become surplus land and lapsed to the plaintiff. 

The Vice-Chancellor evidently foresaw this difficulty. 
The hedge of the Vice-Chancellor is a real one, that of 
the Lords Justices imaginary. Not only, therefore, nas 
the Court of Appeal shirked the main question, but they 
have given the railway company as a boundary a hedge 
which cannot be defined. 

With regard to the question of light and air, as 
between ordinary owners of adjoining lands, the 
Government might deal with this by passing an Act (as 
they did in the case of the Real Property Limitation 
Act, 1874), and which should not be retrospective, provid- 
ing that after, say, the year 1882, time should not establish 
a right to light. No one would suffer, property would 
not be depreciated, and frequent disputes would be 
avoided. 

I cannot establish a right of light or to a view if I 
walk every day to the end of my garden to look at my 
neighbour's apple trees; then why should I be able to do 
so if I put up a window to look through, and why, 
because either through negligence or oversight the light 
is not stopped within the prescribed period, should my 
neighbour be bound to respect it, and to keep a certain 
distance so as not to interfere with its rights and 
privileges ? 

The right to claim light from adjoining property 
should not exist, and should this ever become the law of 
the land one great source of litigation will have been 
swept away. “TLicgur anp Ar.” 





Obituarp. 


MR. CADWALLADER EDWARDS PALMER. 


Mr. Cadwallader Edwards Palmer, solicitor, notary, and 
proctor (one of the oldest members of the legal profession in 
Devonshire), died at Barnstaple on the 27th ult. Mr. 
Palmer was admitted a solicitor in 1816, and had practised 
for nearly sixty years at Barnstaple. He had a large 
private practice, and had been for several years clerk to 
the Commissioners of Land, Assessed, and Property Taxes 
for the divisions of Braunton, Sherwell, and Fremington. 
He was also a notary public and deputy-registrar of the 
archdeaconry of Barnstaple. Mr. Palmer took an active 
interest in municipal businsss, and he was one ‘of the 
borough aldermen, and honorary secretary to the Barnstaple 
and North Devon Dispensary. 


et 


MR. ALAN BACKHOUSE SALMON, 


Mr. Alan Backhouse Salmon, solicitor and notary (of the 
firm of Salmon & Major), of Ulverston and Barrow-in- 
Furness, died at Oubas-house, Ulverston, on the 5th inst. 
Mr. Salmon was admitted a svlicitor in 1862, having served 
his articles with the lata Mr. Robert Francis Yarker, with 
whom he went into partnership, and whom he afterwards 
succeeded in the office of clerk to the county magistrates for 
the division of Lonsdale North. More recently he was 
associated in pattnership with Mr. Seymour E4ward Major, 
having a branch office at Barrow-in-Furness. He was a 
notary public, and a perpetual commissioner for Lancashire 
and Westmoreland, and he was also clerk to the magistrates 
for the division of Barrow-in-Furneas, clerk to the Uiverston 
‘rown Lands Trustees, and Liberal registration agent for the 
Ulverston district. 


MR. CHARLES WOODBRIDGE. 


Mr. Charles Woodbridge, solicitor, died at the Old Bank, 
Uxbridge, on the 23rd ult. Mr. Woodbridge was born iu 
1796. He was admitted a solicitor in 1821, and soon after- 
wards commenced practice at Uxbridge. He was for many 





_ in partnership with the late Mr. Thomas Harry 
iches. More recently he was associated with his sons, 
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Messrs, Charles Woodbridge, jun., and Thomas Harry 
Riches Woodbridge. He was a perpetual commissioner 
for Middlesex and Buckinghamshire, and held several] im- 
portant public appointments. His firm are joint clerks to the 
county magistrates and the Commissioners of Taxes, and Mr. 
heirs, was superintendent registrar for the Uxbridge 
District. He was also formerly registrar of the Uxbridge 
County Court, and clerk to the Uxbridge Board of Guardians, 
both of which offices are now held by Mr. C. Woodbridge, jun. 
He was also s member of a large banking firm at Uxbridge. 


MR. CLEMENT UVEDALE PRICE. 

Mr. Clement Uvedale Price, solicitor (of the firm of 
Hallows, Price, & Hallows), of 39, Bedford-row, associate 
of the North-Eastern Circuit, died at Torquay, from 
congestion of the lungs, on the 26th ult. Mr. Price 
was the fifth son of Mr. Thomas Price, of Clemen- 
thorpe, Yorkshire. He was born in 1824, and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1846. He practised first at 7, 
Chancery-lane, next at 92, Piccadilly, and afterwards 
removed to 39, Bedford-row, and went into partnership 
with Messrs. William Tooke and Arthur William Tooke, 
and more recently was associated with Messrs. William 
Hallows and William Alexander Tooke Hallows. He was 
formerly solicitor to the St. Katherine’s Dock Company, to 
the Middlesex Hospital, and to the Society for the Sup- 
pression of Mendicity. Abont ten years ago Mr. Price was 
appointed associate of the Northern Circuit, and since 
1876 he had discharged the same duties on the North- 
Eastern Circuit. He was also a director of the Law Fire 
Insurance Company. 


MR. CHARLES BURTON FOX. 

Mr. Charles Burton Fox, solicitor, clerk of the peace 
for Monmouthshire, died suddenly at Newport, on the 
1st inst. Mr. Fox was born in 1814, and was admitted a 
solicitor in 1841. He practised for a short time at 43, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, but a few years later removed to 
Newport, and went into partnership with Messrs. Charles 
Prothero and Stephen Towgood, the firm being joint 
county treasurers for Monmouthshire. About five years 
ago, on Mr. Prothero’s death, he was appointed by the 
Dake of Beaufort to the offices of clerk of the peace and 
clerk to the lieutenancy for Monmouthshire. He was 
also clerk to the Newport Borough Magistrates, and to 
the Newport Harbour Commissioners, and solicitor to the 
Newport Dock Company, Water Company, and Gas Com- 


pany. Mr. Fox leaves a widow, one son, and three 
daughters. 





On Tuesday Mr. Higgin, Q.C., in opening the Preston 
Quarter Sessions, referred to the Summary Jurisdiction Act. 
He said it was difficu't to understand, and its main feature 
seemed to be to unsettle a very great deal and settle very 
little. He did not think the Act would work as satisfac- 
torily as the old one. 

At the Manchester County Court recently a deputation 
from the Manchester Creditors’ Association of Wholesale 
Dealers presented a memorial to Mr. J. A. Russell, Q.C., 
the judge. The association, which has been registered by 
licence of the Board of Trade under the provisions of the 
Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867, upon the express under- 
standing that the members do not receive any profits from 
the funds, has for its object the economical winding up of 
estates of liquidating or bankrupt individuals or companies. 
The memorialists complained that in numerous instances 
they had suffered great locs through the appointment of 
irresponsible persons as receivers of the estates of liqui- 
dating debtors, and that the receivers had applied such 
estates for their own private purposes. The memorialists 
submitted that in all cases where persons were nominated 
for the office of receiver whose position is unknown to the 
registrar, security should be required, and that waen the 
person nominated cannot find security, or when from the 
urgency of the appointment the formalities necessary for 
perfecting the security would occasion delay and incon- 
venience, an officer of the court should be appointed until 
such time as the creditors of the debtor are able to 
nominate some fit and proper person as receiver. The 
learned judge suggested that a copy of the memorial 
should be forwarded to the Controller in Bankruptcy. 








Sucieties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at. 
the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
on Thursday, the 1st of January, the following being present 
—viz., Mr. E, Tyleo (chairman), and Messrs. Burt, Drew, 
Hedger, Lucas, and Williamson, and A. B. Carpente 
(secretary), the treasurer acknowledged the receipt of 
£484 7s. 6d., being the produce of £500,consols assigned to 
the association by the executors of the late Miss Harriet 
Hurst ; one new member was elected, and the ordinary 
general business was transacted. 





“Law Stutdent’s Sourwal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Himary Epucationan Term, 1880. 
SCHEME OF LECTURES. 
Subjects, and Professors. 

Jurisprudence, including international law—public ané 
private, Roman law, and constitutional law and legal 
history.—Joint professors, Frederick Harrison, Esq., and 
James Bryce, Esq., D.C.L. 

Equity.—Professor, Arthur Shelly Eddis, Esq., Q.C. 

The law of real and personal property.—Professor, Joshua 
Williams, Esq., Q.C. 

The common law.—Professor, John D. Mayne, Esq. 

The first lecture will be delivered by the Professor of 
Roman Law on Thursday, the 15th of January, at 3.15 p.m 


Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors. 


The Professor of Roman Law will, during the ensuing 
educational term, deliver a course of twelve lectures op 
the Roman law of contracts, 

The first lecture will be delivered on Thursday, the 15th of 
January, 1880, at 3.15 p.m. Thesubsequent lectures on the 
above subject will be delivered on Mondays and Thursdays 
at the same hour. 


Eaviry. 

The Professor of Equity will, during the ensuing educa- 
tional term, deliver a course of twelve lectures upon “ The 
application of equity to the subjects in which, previous to 
the 1st of November, 1875, it operated as auxiliary to or 
corrective of common law.” 

The first lecture will be delivered on Friday, the 16th 
of January, 1880, at 4.15 p.m., and the subsequent lectures 
at the same hour on Wednesdays and Fridays. 


Law oF REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY. 

The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
lectures on the Statutes of Limitations and Prescription. 

The first lecture will be delivered on Saturday, the 17th 
of January, 1880, at 3.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Tuesdays a& 
4.15 p.m., and on Saturdays at 3.15 p.m. 


Common Law. 

The Professor of Common Law will, during the ensui 
educational term, deliver twelve lectures on negotiable 
mercantile instruments. 

The first lecture will be delivered on Monday, the 19th 
of January, 1880, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Thursdays 
and Mondays at the same hour. 


Norre.—In December next there will be four examinations, 
one in the subject of the lectures given by each eo bo 
— as hereinafter mentioned) to all students who have d 
the year 1880 attended the lectures of any of the penn but 
no student will be admitted to the examination in the subjects 
of the lectures of any professor unless he shall have attended at 
least two-thirds of the lectures given during the year by 
professor. No student will be admitted to more than two 
examinations; and no student who shall have obtained % 
studentship will be admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the re 
commendation of the committee, be given (that is to say) :— 

To the students who shall have passed the best examinatit® 
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in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first prize, £50 ; 
prize, £25 ; third prize, £15; fourth prize, £10; anda 
and second prize of £70 and £30, respectively, to the 
ts who ob the greatest aggregate number of marks in 
examination in the subjects of the lectures given by any two 


of the professors. 
No student will be entitled to more than one prize, but a 
atudent will receive the prize of the highest value to which he 
appear to be entitled. 
The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of the 
above prizes to be awarded, if the result of the examination be 
ggch as, in their opinion, will not justify such recommendation. 


Avy further information required by students may be 
obtained on application to the Clerk of the Council, 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The following is the annual report of the committee, 
1879:—We have the honour of laying before you the 
fifteenth annual report, and in doing so we are glad to be 
able once more to congratulate you on the prosperous con- 
dition of the society. Sixty-one new members have been 
added to our list, many of whom have been elected very 
recently. Of this number, thirty were articled clerks, eighteen 
bar students, five barristers, two solicitors, and six were 
members of societies in union with us. Forty-one meetings 
have been held at Clement’s-inn Hall, the average attend- 
ance being eighteen. Your committee would, however, call 
attention to the fact that this figure represents the average 
attendance as distributed over the whole year, the greatly 
diminished attendance during the summer months and long 
vacation (which was this year unusually marked) having 
very considerably affected the total average. Indeed, in the 
opinion of your committee, the debates both in the earlier 
months of this year, and again since the middle of October, 
have shown an improvement which augurs well for the 
success of the meetings during the ensuing year. Of the 
forty-one meetings three were entirely devoted to business. 
One meeting was devoted to a joint debate with the Law 
Students’ Debating Society. A joint debate was also held 
with the same society at the Law Institution. The attend- 
ance on both occasions was good, and your committee venture 
to express a hope that these meetings between the two 
societies, which only originated last year, may for the future 
be continued regularly. At a meeting on July 16, Sir 
Patrick Colquhoun, Q.C., read a paper on the ‘‘ The 
Authorship of the Plays Attributed to Shakespeare,” which 
was followed by a discussion. On January 15 the com- 
mittee appointed by you to consider the subject of legal 
€ducation, presented their report, which was adopted by 
the society. Copies of it were forwarded by the com- 
mittee’s secretary (Mr. E. H. Quicke) to the Incurporated 
Law Society, aud to other gentlemen who were known as 
taking an interest in the subject. A large number of copies 
were also distributed with the annual reports. On Feb- 
ruary 5 the society adopted some rules drawn up by the 
librarian for the regulation of the library, and in March 
these rules, together with a catalogue of the books, were 
published for distribution among the members. On 
March 19 the Davis Prize for the best essay on ‘‘ The Law 
of Joint Stock Companies,” was awarded to your secre- 
tary, Mr. W. C. Owen. We regret to say that this prize 
will be no longer offered for competition, and it will be 
for the society to consider the advisability of offering 
another prize in its place. In making this announcement, we 
desire to express our appreciation of the kindness which 
Mr. Davis has extended to the society for many years 
in the gift of this prize. In September Mr. H. E. 
Barren was appointed secretary of the Legal Corres- 
pondence Department in the place of Mr. H. J. 
Gidney, resigned. On November 5, Mr. R. G. Templer 
Was appointed reporter in the place of Mr. W. J. Godden 
Tesigned ; the society at the same time passing a motion 
giving the reportera place on the committee. Thirteen 
meetings have been held at the Law Institution for the 
discussion of legal moots. The average attendance has 
been thirteen, but here also your committee woald draw 
attention to the difficulty experienced in keeping up these 
meetings during the summer months, as largely affecting the 
average. The meetings have, however, since October 
€gain assumed a most satisfactory character, both in the 
tumber of membere present, and in the quality of the dis- 


the great importance of these meetings to a society of 
lawyers, and would state their conviction of the benefié 
which not only bar students, but also articled clerks may 
derive from discussing moots involving important principles 
of law. In consequence of motions brought forward by Mr. 
J. Gatey, and adopted by the society on the 2nd of 
July, four speakers are now appointed whenever a 
moot is to be discussed. Your committee wish also to 
express their opinion of the benefit which members 
have it in their power to confer upon the society by 
reading at these meetings short essays upon some 
branch of law, to be followed by a discussion upon @ 
moot connected with the subject of the essay. Three 
essays have been read at these meetings during the past 
year—viz., on “ The Bills of Sale Act, 1879,” by Mr. T. 
Eustace Smith, on “Negligence,” by Mr. W. Shirley- 
Shirley, and on “ Conditions Precedent and Warranty,” by 
Mr. W. C. Owen; in each case the attendance was good, 
and the essays listened to with attention. In November 
your society took a leading part in the arrangements for 
the Law Student’s Congress, which was held on the 7th 
and 8th of that month at the Law Institution. A report of 
the proceedings appears in the report of Mr. E. H. Quicke, 
to be read thisevening. The Solicitor-General presided at 
the inaugural meeting on the 22nd of January last. Several 
other eminent members of the twoprofessions also took part 
in the proceedings. The various departments of the society 
remain to be noticed, and of them it may be said that they 
are all in good working order. The particularsof their work 
appear in their separate reports. The library especially 
has been considerably augmented, and continues in great 
request. The accounts of the society show but a small 
balance in the hands of the treasurer after the payment of 
all current expenses. In this matter the committee have 
carried out the views whick they have always expressed ag 
the true method of applying the funds of the society. They 
have sought to lay out surplus capital from time to time in 
furthering the objects of the society, and improving its 
various departments, rather than to let it accumulate and 
lieidle in the hands of the treasurer. Accordingly they 
have this year sanctioned the outlay of the following sums 
in excess of the ordinary and necessary expenditure :— 
£17 10s. have been spent upon the library. A sum which may 
be estimated at six guineas was expended upon the printing 
and distribution of the legal education report. In addition 
to the advertisements previously inserted, a sum of five 
guineas has been devoted to advertisement in the Law 
Student's Journal. Your committee, in conclusion, venture 
to express both their hope and confidence that the prosperity 
of the society may continue upon that firm footing upon 
which atthe present moment it is established. - 
Signed, on behalf of the committee, 
W. C. Owen, Hon. Sec. 
Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, Dec. 17, 1879. 








At the Sussex Sessions, held at Lewes on Monday, Mr. 
Grantham, M.P., having taken the chair, asked the chief 
constable if he had heard anything official with reference to 
the appointment of a coroner in the room of Mr. Fullagar, 
one of the coroners for the county of Sussex, sentenced to 
penal servitude some two months since.—The Chief Con- 
stable replied that he wrote to the Home Office immediately 
Mr. Fullagar’s sentence was contirmed, asking for instruc- 
tions. He was then ordered to apply to Mr. Bostock, the 
coroner for West Sussex, and that gentleman had since 
conducted the inquests in both divisions of the county—.The 
Chairman thought it desirable that the clerk of the peace 
should apply to the Home Ofhce tor turther instructions. 
It was a very difficult question to decide, for although Mr. 
Fullagar was incarcerated, they were yet unaware if his 
office had become vacant.—Mr. Crossley asked if freeholders 
in both divisions of Sussex were entitled to vote in the 
election of a coroner for East Sussex ?—The Chairman said 
he thought they were, and that it was the duty of the high 
sheriff to call them together for the purpose of we 
the matter.--Mr. Martineau asked if the magistrates h 
anything to do with the appointment.—The Chairman con- 
sidered they had.—Mr. Dobson suggested that the Home 
Office should be applied to for information how to proceed, 
and the chairman having undertaken this duty the subject 
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THE QUESTION IN THE BEDINGFIELD 
CAS 


Mr. Prrr Taytor has replied to the letter of the Lord 
Chief Justice by another letter, in which he says :— 


Dear Lord Chief Justice—In common with the whole profes- 
sion ofthe law, I feel very grateful to your lordship for having, 
in the midst of your numerous avocations, made time to take 
up the gauntlet which, in my letter to the Zimes of the 17th 
of November, I had—perhaps in too bold a spirit—publicly 
thrown down. Itis alike flattering and agreeable to me 
that I am permitted to discuss with so distinguished an 
opponent what you rightly describe as “ the very important 
a interesting legal question’’ which formed the subject 
of myremarks. ... 


I pass on nowto my supposed “ misapprehensions of 
material facts.” . My only remaining “misapprehen- 
sion’ is stated by your lordship to be, that I have repre- 
sented the deceased ‘‘ as a woman apparently running away 
from an assailant.’”’ This, you say, is a misstatement. 
The woman was not “running away from an assailant. She 
had left the assailant lying in her front room with his 
throat cut, which, as appeared from her gestures when 
brought into the house, she perfectly well knew.’’ Here, 
then, is the “ particular eminently material to the question ”’ 
in which, “misled by appearances,” I have been betrayed 
into error. But for this fatal mistake you admit, with the 
frankness of an honourable opponent, that I should have 
established my case. Your language is quite clear, and I 
eannot make a mistake about that. “Aman,” you say at 
page 20, ‘finds bimself waylaid by another who makes a 
murderous assault upon him; whereupon, succeeding in 
making his escape, he flies, and, outrunning his assailaint 
applies to the first person he meets for protection, stating 
what has happened, and who it is that has 
assailed him, and from whom he _ apprehends 
danger. In such case I should have no hesitation 
in holding the statement so made to be properly 
part of the res gest.” Here let us pause for one moment. 
Suppose that the assailant in his pursuit had fallen and 
broken his leg, but that the assailed was not aware of this, 
and still imagined that he was being followed. In sucha 
case I will not insult your lordship by assuming that your 
decision respecting the admissibility of the statement could 
have varied in the slightest degree. To hold otherwise 
would be, not to split hairs, but to split splits of hairs. It 
follows, therefore, that, to make my supposed misstatement 
at all materia], I must have erred in two points—in assum- 
ing, first, that the murderer was pursuing his victim, when 
he was really lying half dead in the house, and next, that 
the woman, when she made her statement, well knew 
that fact. Unless both these points be decided against 
me, my verdict must stand. Let us then consider what 
facts bearing on these two points were proved at the 
trial, or could reasonably be inferred from other facts 
that were proved. First, what evidence is there that when 
the woman left the house the man was lying io the 
front room with his throat cut? I bave read the report of 
the trial most carefully, and I do not find a single word 
which either directly affirms such to have been the case, or 
indirectly raises an inference to that effect. No one was in 
the house when the deed was committed; no one saw the 
murderer after the wound was inflicted, until the deceased 
‘was brought home, and placed in the back room. There is 
an entire gap in the evidence between the scream which fol- 
lowed the wound and the return of the woman to the house, 
Whether the murderer, as soon as he had struck his victim, 
attempted, or feigned to attempt, his own life, or whether he 
strove to complete on her the crime which he had bunglingly 
begun, and which he was only prevented from accomplishing 
on the spot by her flight, or whether he remained stupified 
at first, till, seeing that detection was rendered inevitable by 
her escape, he determined to commit or sham self-murder, 
must ever remain a sealed mystery. We may fancy, or 
imagine, or conjecture, what we will, but of proof we 
have not what lawyers call a “scintilla’’; and this 
in itself is amply sovfficient to justify me in ques- 
tioning your statement at page 8, that the deceased “ had 
Jeft the assailant lying in her front room with his 
throat cut.” True, you assert very positively at page 22 
that ‘‘ Bedingfield, having inflicted a wound on Mrs. Rudd, 
which he expected would prove mortal, proceeded to cut 


——= 
done so fell to the ground. From that moment all action 
on his part ceased.” But, my lord, these assertions, how. 
ever positive, are not proof, and must not be allowed tod, 
service as proof. By what mysterious intuition arg 
enabled to read men’s thoughts? How can you Possibly 
know that the murderer expected his wound on Mrs, Rudd 
would prove fatal, and what right have you to assume tha 
fact? When we were asked to receive Mrs. Rudd’s ptats, 
ment as a dying declaration you answered that there was. 
nothing to show that she expected immediate death, and that. 
you could not presume it. How then can the murderers 
expectations be established by presumption ? Again, why 
has told you, that so soon as the wound was inflicted gp 
Mrs, Rudd her murderer proceeded to cut his own 
and how have you discovered that he then had the ful] 
intention of suicide? In all these several matters you must 
have simply “drawn upon your imagination for your facts," 
unless the report of the trial be utterly fallacious ; and I gan. 
not imagine that the reporter has so erred, or you wonld 
assuredly have mentioned that circumstance in your letter, 
The astertion that from the moment when Bedingfield fell to 
the ground “‘all action on his part ceased,” may be fairly 
inferred from the nature of his wound, if you mean by 
“action” any further murderous attack on the woman. But 
the next few sentences in your letter are to me, I must con 
fess, quite incomprehensible. You froceed thus:—“ His 
victim had nothing further to fear from him ;and this she 
must have known, as she must have been aware of what he 
had done. For, when she came back into the house ghe 
knew he was ia the adjoining room. Showing her throat she. 
pointed to the room in which he lay, indicating that in what 
would there be seen was to be found the cause and explanation. 
of her condition.’’ You complain of my making false assum 
tions, misled by appearances; but here you have made aw 
string of assumptions, misled, it is true, but certainly not 
by appearances. The only direct evidence of the woman's 
state of mind when she made her exelamation 
was that given by Mrs. Simpson, who described he 
as “coming out of the house, bleeding very much from the 
throat, and seeming very much frightened.” What caused. 
her fright ? Was it the dread of impending death? Then 
her statement was admissible as a dying declaration, and 
poor ‘* Tyro” is right after all. Or was it the fear of a 
renewed assault ? And if so, then I am right by your own 
admission. I leave you to solve this dilemma. But the 
woman made “gestures” when she got back to the house, 
and had lost her powers of speech; aud you admit these- 
gestures for your own guidance, and by their aid reject her 
words when tendered for the guidance ofthe jury. I should 
have thought that the experiences of this very trial might 
have led you to be more cautious. The man also, when 
found, being unable to speak, made ‘‘ gestures;” the 
surgeon says, ‘‘ frantic endeavours to make him understand 
something,” and a policeman gives similar testimony, 
saying that he made signs, and pointed to his breast. 
pocket, and pointed upstairs, and to the partition. And 
what was the result of these gestures, signs, and point- 
ings? The doctor could not comprehend them, and 
the officer, after three ineffectual attempts to do so, gave the 
matter up in despair, and acknowledged—no slight admission 
for a policeman to make—that “ he could not tell what was 
meant.” Buta Lord Chief Justice is not so easily bafiled.. 
You at least have found a key to Mrs. Rudd’s gestures, and 
when ‘‘ showing her throat she pointed to the room in which 
the prisoner lay,” the mystery in your judgment was at once: 
cleared up. The woman meast—no doubt of it—that the 
man had cut her throat in that room; that she had afterwards. 
waited patiently to see him cut his own, and fall to the 
ground ; that she had next ascertained he was hors de combat 
and incapable of pursuing her; that she therefore knew she 
had nothing further to fear from him; that the fright she 
exhibited was not real alarm, as she had no ground for it; 
and that she then ‘came ”’—I must not say ran—out of the 
house “engaged in obtaining assistance, not to protect her 
against any further violence, but with reference to her 
wound.” Why, if her gestures meant all this, Lord Burleigh’s 
famous “ nod” wasa jest tothem! . . . 

But it is possible that, after all, Y may be considered wrong 
on this point, and I now therefore, for the sake of the argu 
ment, will assume that your lordship was right in drawing 
the inference that Mrs. Rudd, when she left the house, 
knew that her assailant could do her no further harm, and 





his own throat with the full intention of suicide, and having 


that she went out for the sole purpose of getting her throat 
bound up. Taking these to be the real facts, I still contend 
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according to decided cases and principle, the excla- 
gation ought to have been received as part of the res 
gaa. ID the two cases referred to in my first letter 
“RB. v. Foster and Th v. Trevanion—the declara- 
made immediately after the injury were received, 
in neither was the declarant in any apprehension 
of “impending violence.” You observe—and rightly— 
I have relied on these cases a3 decisions of unques- 
timed authority, and you tell me that, in so doing, I have 


hen greatly mistaken. . . 

How stands the case of R. v. Foster now, regarded as 
gm authority? I find it cited as an unshaken decision 
by Starkie, Phillipps, Roscoe, Archbold, Goodeve, Norton, 
and last, though not least, by Mr. Justice J. Fitzjames 
Stephen, in his able digest on the Law of Evidence. 
Qn searching the reports I cannot find that it has ever been 

ed by a single judge from the year 1834, when 
it was decided, down to the present time, and I feel 
tolerab y confident that if any case had shaken its 
guthority, your lordship’s industry and zeal would have 
disinterred the dictum. Unless, therefore, it be knocked 
onthe head by the youthful censure of Mr. Markby, or 
byyour lordship’s powerfal artillery, that case, together 
oh Thompson v. Trevanion, which was decided on the 
game principle by Lord Holt, must still remain as safe 
illustrations of an important rule of evidenca when rightly 


° 


You regret that I have not favoured you with the other 
suthorities alluded to in my letter. Without my aid you 
found one of them, R. v. Lunny (not R. v. Lunnun, as you 
tite it), which was reported by the late Mr. Cox in the 
sixth volume of his Criminal Cases, p. 477, and was de- 
cided by Monahan, C.J., in 1854. I could have wished 
that you had dealt with that authority in a less cavalier 
tiyle. First, apparently oblivious of the fact that you had 
in your letter severely lectured ‘young Tyro” for being 
nisled by the marginal note of a report—‘ when he has 
quired more experience, he will know better ’—you take 
no step to protect the public from being misled in a 
similar manner. Nay, you improve upon Tyro’s practice 
by quoting and turning into ridicule, not the whole 
“summary,” but a mere extract from it, and then 
leaving the remaining portion, which showed what 
the reporter meant, wholly unnoticed. Here is the 
passage that you have omitted: ‘‘ The deceased 
had died from the effects of a wound in his head 
inflicted with a stick. A girl in the neighbourhood 
had heard a cry, and, coming out, had found the deceased 
standing with his cap in his hand, and apparently weak and 
injured, The deceased did not survive more than a few 
hours. Held, the statement made by deceased to the witness 
immediately on her coming up, complaining of the injury, 
was admissible in evidence, being part of the res geste.” 
What becomes now of the assertion that, if the marginal 
note correctly represented the law, “statements made many 
hours after the occurrence might be treated as part of the 
rs geste"? ? Why is this unfounded onslaught made on Mr. 
Cox? Was it to wound the learned judge through the ribs 
of the reporter ? If not, what object could be gained in 
allnding to him? What could it signify whether he had 
stated the law rightly or wrongly? The question was whether 
Monahan, C.J., had understood the law and properly applied 
it, And here, again, you have not stated the result of 
the trial with your usual accuracy. You say that the 

; asserted he had been “robbed by the prisoner.” 
This is not correct—what he did say was that he had 
been “‘robbed by the man who walked with him from 
the cross-roads.” This was a very different statement, 
and if the question of personal identity was in any way 
involved in the trial, the difference was one of material 
importance. Then what was the raling of the judge with 
Tespect to the contemporaneous character of the state- 
ment? On objection being taken to its admissibility, the 
Witness, in reply to a question from the court, said, ‘‘ The 
Moment I came up to him he spoke to me.” It was then, 
and not till then, that ‘his lordship ruled that what the 

said was evidence as part of the res geste,” —and 
Whatever doubts your lordship, or the learned editor of the 
edition of Russell on Crimes, may entertain on the 

I respectfully maintain that the decision is 

ly sound law. It was acquiesced in at the time, 

for the prisoner was convicted, and no attempt was made 








to save him from punishment; and it has never been 
impugned, to my knowledge, by any judge since. 

The next case to which I will draw your lordship’s 
notice is, as I understand it, a very important one. You 
will find it reported as 2. v. Megson (9 0. & P. 420.) It 
was tried before Lord Cranworth, as carefal and sensible 
a judge as ever sate in a criminal court. Three men 
were indicted for rape upon a woman who had since 
died. She had, as soon as she returned home after 
the outrage, given a detailed account of what had happened 
to her. It was sought to put in evidence these details, but 
the judge very properly decided that they could not be re- 
ceived. ‘‘ The object,” said he, ‘‘in this case is to give in 
evidence the particulars of the complaint as independent evi- 
dence, with the view of showing who were the persons that 
committed the offence. This cannot be done.’ He then 
added these words, to which I crave your special attention : 
—‘* All that can safely be received is, in my opinion, her 
complaint that a dreadful outrage had been perpetrated upon 
her.” Here, then, we have the deliberate opinion of a sound 
lawyer that, for the purpose of disproving consent, as contra- 
distinguished from the object of establishing identity, the 
woman’s statements may be received. They relate to a 
matter respecting which the speaker is not open to any mis- 
take. They are—if uttered immediately or very shortly after 
the event—the natural outpourings of a spirit humbled by a 
degrading assault ; they are the usual expression of feelings 
in relation to an occurrence or res, which has jast happened, 
and which occurrence is the subject of judicial inquiry ; 
and as such they are original evidence and indisputably 
admissible. Iam loath to refer again to my own work, but 
you will find the subject treated, and attempted to be 
illustrated and explained, in § 580 of my last edition. . . 

Let us, then, with the light afforded by Lord Craaworth’s 
jadgment, see how the matter stands with to Mrs. 
Rudd’s statement. The question to be tried was not whether 
Bedingfield, or Jones, or Styles had committed the murder. 
Had such been the issue, your lordship, in conformity with 
the case of R. v. Megson, should have rejected, not the 
whole statement of the woman, but merely Bedingfield’s 
name. Her exclamation, as admitted, would then have ran 
thus:—‘‘ Oh aunt, see what has been done to me,”’ inatead 
of “Oh aunt, see what Bedingfield has done to me.” 
Bedingfield’s name would have been withheld beeanse, 
first, it had nothing to do with the question how her throat 
came to be cut, and next it was a matter in which the 
most truthful person could easily have been mistaken. 
And a judge, in the exercise of a sound discre- 
tion, might well come to the conclusion that, with- 
out the test afforded by cross-examination, such @ 
statement of recognition could not safely be admitted. 
But in the trial before your lordship no such question arose. 
The simple point to be decided was whether Mrs, Rudd’s 
throat had been cut by herself or by Bedingfield. Surely, 
on such an issue, it was most material to ascertain, if 
possible, what both parties had said at the time of the 
infliction of the wound, or immediately before, or imme- 
diately after. The rejected statement was made directly 
after the principal event; it illustrated that event in a 
striking manner; it was the natural expression of the 
woman’s feelings at the time ; it was the strongest evidence 
that she had not cut her own throat; and in Lord Cran- 
worth’s forcible language it was “a complaint that a 
dreadful outrage had been perpetrated upon her.” TI can- 
not under these circumstances—notwithstanding the high 
authority of yourself and Mr. Justice Cresswell, sup 
as you are by two judges and two editors—entertain a doubt 
that Mrs. Rudd's statement was admissible in evidence, and 
ought, if pressed by the counsel for the prosecution, to have 
been received, 

I might here add a cloud of other authorities illustrative of 
the principle which I have undertaken to support. But I re- 
frain ; for, if your lordship is not convineed by the four cases 
I have already cited, neither would you be persuaded 
though I brought to your notice a dozen more, As to Mr® 
Justice Cressweil’s supposed decision in R. v. Osborne, all I 
need here observe is, that, to my mind at least, the lan- 
guage put into the judge’s mouth is so grotesquely indecent, 
and so curiously illogical, that I decline to comment upon 
it farther than to express my surprise that you should have 
used it up as your forlorn hope. sh 

You ask me whether I approve of the American decisions 
on the subject of res geste, to which you have referred in 
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your letter, and I answer, without hesitation, that I do not. 
As exponents of the English law, they seem to me to err as 
far on one side of the true line of demarcation as ‘your 
lordship has erred on the other. . . . 

“ But deriving no assistance from the writers on this 
branch of the law,” you have magnanimously determined 
to assume the province of the author, and “to solve the 
difficulty by your own efforts.” If anyone could have suc- 
ceeded in such an undertaking you were the man, and I 
only wish T could honestly congratulate you on your 
success. I have read the twenty lines of your definition, 

th an earnest desire to derive enlightenment from them, but 
I confess, that after the perusal I have found myself enveloped 
in a fog, dense as that by which I am now, as I write, 
surrounded, I can perceive that you intend to exclude the 
statement in question, but I read that ‘‘ what may be said by 
the suffering party ” “in the case of flight or applications for 
assistance, forms part of the principal transaction, and may 
be given in evidence.” If this be a ccrrect definition, and 
there is any meaning in words, cadit qguestio; for undoubtedly 
the woman, when she made her exclamation, was in flight 
or applying for assistance. But I read on, and I find in a 
subsequent page that your “ flight’’ has a peculiar signifi- 
cance, and that your “assistance ” is of a limited character 
quite different from what is the ordinary meaning of the 
word. Here then are definitions upon definitions, till 
the mind becomes bewildered and abandons the ex- 
planation in despair. I turn again to your first defini- 
tion, and I learn that statements made by the com- 
plaining party, after all action on the part of the wrong- 
doer has ceased, ‘‘ with a view to the apprehension of the 
offender,’’ must be excluded. If that be so, a ery of ‘‘ stop 
thief” forms no part of the res geste; and if the pick- 
pocket, when taken, declares that the purse found upon him 
was given to him by the loser of it, that plausible story 
must go to the jury without the antidote afforded by the proof 
of theery. This—which I may fairly describe as a reductio 
ad absurdum—appears to flow inevitably from the words 
used ; but I hesitate to express a clear opinion respecting 
your lordship’s meaning, as I find in a passage, when you 
are quizzing the learned American professor, you conjure up 
the vision of a thief, runniog away with your purse, and 
your calling to a policeman to tell him you have been robbed 
by the man who is Saree in the distance. Here you 
obviously mean to imply that your statement to the police- 
man would form part of the res geste. In the midst of 
these counter-illustrations I remain much in the same 
state as the poor peace-oflicer who had to interpret the 
“frantic gestures” of Bedingfield; and all that I have 
learned is that Dr. Greenleaf was not far wrong when he 
observed that it was ‘difficult, if not impossible, to 
bring this class of cases within the limits of a more par- 
ticular description.’’ The phrase “‘ves geste” does not stand 
alone in this respect ; but many more legal terms—as, for 
example— “‘ surrounding circumstances’ when applied to a 
testator, “‘res inter alios acta,’ “reasonable diligence or 
skill,” “ negligence,” and a score of other expressions, must 
be left unfettered by useless definitions, and be determined in 
each case, either by the judge or the jury, in the exercise of 
asound discretion. . . . 








Appointnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Hexry Connor, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the Colony of Natal, has received the honour of Knuight- 
hood. Sir H. Connor is an LL.B. of Trinity College, 
Dublin, and he was called to the bar in Ireland in 1839. 
He was appointed Chief Justice of the Gold Coast in 1854, 
and acted for several months as governor of that settle- 
ment. He was appointed a pui-ne judge of the Supreme 
Court of Natal in 1864, and Chief Justice of the colony in 
1874. He is also a member of the Executive Council of 
Natal and judge of the Vice-Admiralty Court. 

Mr. E. G. Davies, of Crickhowell, in the county of 
ee has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths. 

Mr. J. Perry Goprrey, of Gray’s-inn. solicitor, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to receive Affidavits to be used in 
any Court of Record in the Province of Quebec. Mr, 
Godfrey was admitted in Trinity Term, 1860, and is a 
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commissioner to examine witnesses.and take acknow 
ments of deeds for the Australian colonies, and is alg, 
colonial agent. 

Mr. ANDREW JouNston, has been elected one of thy 
Chairmen of Quarter Sessions for the County of Essex, in 
succession to Mr. Richard Wingfield Baker, resigned. 

Mr. Henry Larnaw, solicitor, of Congleton, has beg 
elected Clerk to the Congleton School Board. Mr. Latham 
was admitted a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. Gzorce Moumrorp, solicitor, of Sudbury, has beep 
elected Clerk to the Magistrates for that borough, in sucogg. 
sion to Mr. Joseph Scott, resigned. Mr. Mumford wa 
admitted a solicitor in 1862. 


Mr, Ropert WiLL1aM SporriswoopE PINKEy, barrister, 
has been appointed to act as Government Pleader anj 
Public Prosecutor at Karachi. Mr. Pinkey is a graduate 
of University College, Oxford, and was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in November, 1877. 

Mr. Richarp Montacu Preston, and Mr. Franog 
VAuGHAN-WILLIAMs, have been appointed joint Registrars 
of the Wrexbam and Llangollen County Courts (Circuit, 
No. 29, Horatio Lloyd, Esq., judge), in succession to the 
late Mr. Augustus Henry Reid. Mr. Preston is a solicitor 
of twenty-five years’ standing, and is local solicitor 
to the London and North-Western Railway. Mr. Vaughan. 
Williams, who is the son of the late judge of the abor 
circuit, was admitted in 1878, and has acted as deputy. 
registrar of the above courts since the date of his admission, 


Mr. Joun Dovcras SANpForD, barrister, has been ap. 
pointed Inspector of Prisons at Mysore. Mr. Sandford was 
educated at Trinity College, Oxford, where he graduated 
first class in Litere Humaniores in 1855. He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1870, and is 
judicial commissioner for Mysore and Coorg. 


Mr. Tuomas Suaney, solicitor, of Newcastle-under-Lyme, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Newcastle County Court 
(Circuit No. 26), on the resignation of his father, Mr. Robert 
Slaney. Mr. T. Slaney was admitted a solicitor in Trinity 
Term, 1873. 

Mr. Grorce Somes, barrister, has been elected 
Chairman of the Second Court at the Surrey Sessions, in 
succession to the late Mr. William Frederick Harrison, is 
an M.A. of Worcester College, Oxford. He was called to 
the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1871, and has 
practised on the Midland Circuit. 

Mr. Marraew Witt1am Tuompson, barrister, has been 
elected Chairman of the Midland Railway Company. Mr. 
Thompson is the eldest son of Mr. Matthew Thompson, of 
Manningham Lodge, Yorkshire, and ke was born in 1820. 
He was educated at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, and was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1846, 

Mr. Samvet Titcey, solicitor (of the firm of ‘Tilley & 
Soames), of 10, Finsbury-place South, has been appointed 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. Cuarves Turver, solicitor, of Cambridge, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for the Bottisham 
Division of Cambridgeshire, in succession to Mr, Frederick 
Grain, deceased. Mr. Turner was admitted a solicitor in 
1876. 

Mr. Georce LEADBETER WINDGATE, solicitor, of 8, 
Angel-court, Throgmorton-street, has been appointed 4 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Tuomas Senior and Cartes Maurice WIts0y, 
solicitors, Ivegate, Bradford, (Lees, Senior, & Wilson). 
December 31. (Gazette, January 2.) 

CuHarLEs Epwarp Morris and WiL1AM Hucues Morris, 
solicitors, 4 and 5, Quay-street, Carmarthen (Morris & 
Morris). (Charles Edward Morris will continue the busines, 
on hig separate account.) December31l. (Gazette, Januaty 
6. 
‘Caines Woop, Henry Fison Kinitck, and FRreperick 
Dovctas Hovrron, solicitors, Bradford, York (Wood, 
Killick, & Hutton). (So far as relates to the said James 
Wood, who retires from practice ; business will henceforth be 
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earried on by Henry Fison Killick and Frederick Douglas 

Baltes, in co-partnership, with Charles John Vint, under 

the frm of Killick, Hutton, & Vint.) December 31. 
January 6.) 

Cuartes Reynotps WittiaMms, Joun Henry James, and 
Evczenzs WAson, solicitors, 62, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
(Firm will in future be carried on by John Henry James, 
Eogene Wason, & Romer Williams.) December 31. 
(Gazette, January 6.) 

QuarLes Francis YorkE and ArTaur ALFRED BREWER, 
policitors, 29, Conduit-street, Bond-street (Yorke & Brewer). 
December 11. (Gazette, January 6.) 

Messrs. Atsop & Co., solicitors, 23, Great Marlborough- 
street, London, W., have taken into partnership, Mr. J. P. 
Mann, solicitor (late of 37, Essex-street, Strand, and of 
Kingston-on-Thames). 








Companies. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jomt Stock Companies. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Furvess PaPER Company, LuwiTep.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 31, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on Jan 17, 
Tahourdins and Hargreaves, Victoria st, Westminster, agents for 
Jackson, Ulverston, solicitor for the petitioners 

Siuvertown Lanp Company, Liuirep.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Dec 22, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Jan 16. 
Marsh, Fen ct, Fenchurch st, solicitor for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Jan. 2,] 
STANNARIES OF CoRNWALL. 
Unuimitep IN CHANCERY. 

Norte TRESKERBY Mintno Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Jan 1, directed to be heard before the V.W., at the Princes 
Hall, Truro, on Jan l4at1l. Affidavits intended to he used at the 
hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the registrars 
office, Traro, on or before Jan 12, and notice thereof must at the 

[same time be given to the petitioner or his solicitors. Hodge and 
Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Jan. 6] 


Frienpiy Soctetres Dissoiven. 
Loncstone Cow Civs, Cattle Insurance Society, Schoolroom, Great 
Longstone, Derby. Dec 31 
| Gazette, Jan. 2.] 


Great WESTERN AND BRISTOL AND EXETER AND METROPOLITAN RAIL- 
og ng poe Society, Great Western Railway Station, Padding- 
m. Dec 
Viororta Frienpty Socrety, Crown Ino, Appleby, Leicester. Jan 2 
( Gazetie, Jan. 6.] 
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(Before the Assistant JUDGE.) 
Deo, 22,—Dermer v. Mott, 
Judicature Act, 1873, s. 91—Order 55—Application of to 
the Mayor’s Court. 

This was an application to review the taxation of the 
— who had allowed the plaintiff costs upon the 

inary scale in actions under £10, the verdict having 
been found for him for one farthing damages in an action for 
slander. 

The Assistant JupGe said: I order that the taxation be 
amended, and the amount of costs allowed to the plaintiff 
be reduced to one farthing, but I wish, in deferenca to 
the case of King v. Hawkesworth (L. R. 4 Q. B. D. 371), 
cited before me, to say why I have not considered myself 
bound by it. It appears to me that there is an error in 
that report. The case, as reported, appears to determine two 

estions. (1) The effect of order 55 in the schedule to the 

Udicature Act of 1875 upon certain proceedings in the 
Passage Court of Liverpool. (2) That order 55 is a 
rule of law, and applicable to the Passage Court of 
Liverpool as an inferior court, and to all other inferior 
‘Courts, under section 91 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
Which says that, “the several rules of law enacted and 
‘declared by this Act shall be in force and receive effect in 
all courts whatsover in England, so far as the matters to 
‘Which such rules relate shall be respectively cognizable by 
Such courts.” I conceive that the judgment of the court 

case really turned upon the first question—viz., 





the effect of rule 55 in connection with the Court of | 


Act and the several Acts and sections set out in the 
port and the proceedings on the part of the assessor, and 


did not touch the question of whether rule 55 applied to 
the Court of Passage. Thus Cockburn, C.J., says, “The 
effect of this rule is that a mere negative proceeding on 
the part of the judge is not sufficient to deprive the plain- 
tiff of his costs, but it is necessary that there should be 
some positive act, and this is not proved, for the learned 
assessor seems only to have said that he should allow the 
law to take its course. If follows that the plaintiff is en- 
titled to his costs.” As to the second question, it is trve 
the Lord Chief Justice is made to say, “I thi 
there can be no doubt that section 91 of the Judic- 
ature Act of 1873 applies to actions brought in the 
Passage Court of Liverpool, and this section is to the effect 
that the several rules of law enacted in the Act shall be in 
force in all courts in England. Now one of the rules in the 
schedule to the Judicature Act, 1875, which are substituted 
for thuse under the Judicature Act, 1873, is order 55, 
which provides that where any action is tried by a jury the 
costs shall follow the event unless upon application at the 
trial the judge, on good cause shown, shall otherwise order.” 
Mellor, J., is also made to say, “I think it an 

result of section 91 of the Judicature Act, 1873, whi 
brings in order 55, and makes it regulate the procedure in 
the Passage Court.” And Lush, J., is made to say, “I am 
of the same opinion. I think section 91 can have no other 
construction than that which my lord has stated. Section 
1 of the Judicature Act, 1875, declares that the Act shall 
he construed as one with the Judicature Act, 1873, so that the 
rules contained in the latter Act may be taken to be referred 
to in section 91 of the Act of 1873. The section is not limited 
to the superior courts properly so called, but applies generally 
to all courts in England, and must therefore extend to the 
Passage Court.” This is the point in which I presume the 
error exists, as it could not have been suggested in argument 
that the rule did not apply to the Court of Passage, and 
thus the High Court could not have been called upon to 
give judgment whether it did or did not apply, because the 
application of this rule 55 to the Court of Passage was 
known, and is admitted in the case, and it is stated in the 
report that “the assessor had with the consent of three 
judges of the High Court of Justice adapted the rules and 
orders of the Judicature Act, 1875,” to that court. The 
question therefore could not have been argued that the rules 
did not apply to that court, but merely the effect of rule 55, 
taken in connection with the Court of Passage Acts, and 
the proceedings of the assessor. 

I think, therefore, that the question is still open as to 
how far the Mayor’s Court is affected by the Judicature 
Acts and by the rules of law, or rules of court, or of 
practice and procedure in the Act and schedule to the Act 
of 1875. In the Act of 1873 there are rules of law ex- 
pressed as such, and these are, by the 91st section of the 
Act, applied to inferior courts. It says :—‘‘ The several 
rules of law enacted and declared by this Act shall be in 
force and receive effect in all courts whatsoever in England 
so far as the matters to which such rules relate shall 
be respectively cognizable by such courts.” These rules 
of law are to be found specified in sections 24 and 25. 
Independently of these rules of law the Acts provided for 
the creation of other rules. These other rules are spoken 
of in the Acts as rules of court—rules of procedure and 
practice. Thus the 23rd section of the Act of 1873 says :— 
‘¢The jurisdiction transferred to the High Court of Justice 
and Court of Appeal shall be exercised (‘so far as regards 
procedure and practice’) in manner provided by this 
Act, or by such rules and orders of court” as may be 
made pursuant to this Act. Section 68 of the same 
Act provided that the Lord Chancelior and judges should 
“ cause to be prepared rules in this Act referred to as ‘ Rules 
of Court,’ providing as follows’’ :—(1) For the sittings of 
the High Court and divisions. (2) The circuits. (3) Regula- 
tion of matter not expressly determined by the rules in 
the schedule. (4) Generally for the regulation of any 
matters relating to the practice and procedure of the said 
courts, Section 74 of the same Act gave power to alter 
or annul any rules of court for the time being in force, and 
make any new rules “forthe purpose of regulating all 
such matters of practice and procedure in the Supreme 
Court.” In substitution for these provisions the 16th 
section of the Act of 1875 enacts that the “ Rules of Court 
in the Ist schedule to this Act shall come into operation 
at the commencement of this Act, and as to all 
matiers to which they extend shall thencevorth regulate 
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the proceedings of the High Court of J uatioe,” and in sec ~ 


tion 17 there is a provision for making ‘Rules of Court” 
after the commencement of the Act, and, in particular, for 
all or any of the following matters so far as they are not 
provided for by the rules in the 1st sehedale of this Act ; 
that is to say:—(1) Regulating the sittings. (2) Regu- 
lating the pleading, practice, and procedure of the High 
Conrt of Justice and Court of Appeal. (3) Generally for 
regulating any matter relating to the practice and pro- 
cedure of the said courts. And power is given by this 
section to alter and amend, in substitution of the 74th sec- 
tion of the Act of 1873. 

These are the only provisions relative to rules other than 
rules of law mentioned in sections 24 and 25—that is, rules 
of practice and procedure. It will be observed that in the 
Acts themselves they are called Rules of Court to regulate 
the practice, and in the authority to create other rules they 
are still termed ‘‘ Rules of Court to regulate the proceed- 
ings and practice.” Thus, the 68th section of the Act of 
1873 says that the Lord Chancellor, &c., shall cause to 
be “prepared rules in this Act referred to as Rules of 
Court,” and the rules so to be prepared related to the 
practice and procedure of the said High Court. This 
was repealed, but it showed the intention of the framers 
of the Act. The 16th and 17th sections of the Act of 1875 
substitute other rules for those of the Act of 1873. Sec- 
tion 16 says, “The Rules of Court” in the 1st schedule 
shall come into operation, and, as to all matters to which 
they extend, shall thenceforth “ regulate the proceedings 
of the High Court of Justice,’’ and the schedule is headed 
*¢ Rules of Court.” Section 17 gives power to make other 
rules still to regulate the proceedings, &c. 

All the rules in the schedule appear to be simply rules 
of practice, and relate not to courts in general, but simply to 
the High Court of Justice, There does not appear to be one 
rule of lawin them. The 69th section of the Act of 1873 
made the rules in the schedule to that Act part of the Act, 
but that section is repealed; the Act of 1875 simply saying 
that the rales in the schedule shall come into operation at the 
commencement of the Act, and giving authority to prepare 
others in pursuance of the Act. Thus the title and effect of 
these rules are separate and distinct from the rules of law, 
and it may be said that there is not one rule of practice in 
the Act, or one rule of law properly so-called in the schedule; 
nor is there any authority in any part of the Acts for the 
Lord Chancellor, &c., to prepare rules other than the “ rules 
of practice and procedure.” I consider that section 16 of the 
Act of 1875 is very clear. It declares that the rules of court in 
the schedule, “ regulating the proceedings of the High Court 
of Justice,” shall come into operation with the Act. The 
schedule is headed ‘‘ Rules of Court,” and those rules 
throughout refer to the practice of the High Court. Rule 55 
is in the schedule, and I cannot think that those rules can be 
termed rules of law applicable to all courts, superior as well 
as inferior. 

It therefore appears to me that the only rules of law ap- 
plied to inferior courts are the rules in sections 24 and 25, 
and that all the other rules are mere rules of practice separate 
and distinct from the rules of law, and are not applied or 
applicable by the Act to any inferior court. It has been 
usual, when any provisions of an Act of Parliament relating 
to the superior tribun«ls has been sought to be applied to an 
inferior court, to obtein an order of the Queen in Council for 
such application; this the Queen is authorized to grant by 
various Acts of Parliament—e.g., under the Common Law 
Procedure Acts, 1852, section 228; 1854, section 105 ; 1860, 
section 44. The orders thus made have set out what pro- 
visions shall be applied, and how they are to be executed. 
The same authority is also given by the Mayor’s Court Pro- 
cedure Act, and it appears that such provisions and rules 
may a'so be applied to the Court of Passage by the Liver- 
pool Court of Passage Act, 1853 (16 Vict. c. 21), ss. 52, 
53, with the assent of a certain number of the 
judges now of the High Court of Justice, and thus 
the assessor of that court, under section 52, had, with 
the consent of three judges of the High Cuurt of Justice, 
adapted the rules and orders of the Judicature Acts. This, 
it is presumed, is upon the supposition that the rules so 

ied are rules of practice or procedure in the High 
Court only, or, whatever they may be, that they are not by 
the Judicature Acts applied to all inferior courts including the 
Court of Passage. In this view the rules as applied by the 
said judges’ order are modified, and that order directs in 
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what manner they shall be earried out. For example, Nog 
says the assessor or judge, registrar, deputy registrar, gen, 
jeant-at-mace, and other officers shall, mutatis mutandis, per 
form the duties, &ec. This proceeding appears to me to bg 
perfeetly clear, supposing that the rules are rules of 
cedure applicable to the High Court of Justice only ; butif 
the rules in the schedule are ‘‘rules of law” and an 
applied by the Act itself to all inferior courts, then there 
appears to have been no reason for the order of the ju 

for the rules were already applied. If this were so it 
would lead to a confusion which could not have been con. 
templated by the Legislature, for every rule is a mie 
applied to and directing the practice of the High Court of 
Justice, and, consequently, all inferior courts would become 
diminutive High Courts of Justice. If rule 55, which ig 
only one of a series, applies to all inferior courts, the whole 
must be so applied, and inasmuch as there is no qualification 
as to how they are to be applied, the application must be 
taken without any qualification and restriction, and literally 
as they are declared by the Act, or any schedule or rules 
from time to time. 

If the rules in the schedule are applicable to the inferior 
courts, I must confess I do not see in what manner they are 
to be carried out in the Mayor’s Court, for I do not see any 
way in which the proceedings of that court are to be con- 
ducted under them. This will equally apply to the Passage 
Court, for the order made by the judges wouid be ultra vires, 
for it modifies or varies an Act of Parliament. This would 
also apply to the Queen in Council. The provisions of an 
Act of Parliament relating only to the High Court may be 
made applicable to an inferior court under the powers. 
already mentioned, and the order made in pursuance would 
direct how these provisions should be carried out, having 
regard to the jurisdiction and character of sach inferior 
court ; but if the Act of Parliament at once itself applies 
by these rules to inferior courts, it appears to me that no 
power exists in any person or body to alter or vary the rales. 
so as to make them applicable to any inferior court, always 
supposing that no power exists in the Act for that purpose. 

Again, if order 55 is a rule of law, it might have an effect 
somewhat startling as to the jurisdiction of the inferior 
tribunals. Order 11 says that service out of the jurisdiction of 
a writ of sammons may be allowed when the whole or any 
part of the subject-matter of the action is land, or stock, or 
other property situate within the jurisdiction, or where relief 
is sought for breach of contract made within the jurisdiction, 
or a breach within the jurisdiction of a contract made any- 
where. This, if it applies to an inferior court, may confer 
a jurisdiction beyond its local limits, if all words in as 
Act of Parliament are considered to have some meaning or 
force. There is no mention of the High Court in the rule; 
it is general. Therefore, this rule, referring to an inferior 
court, might be construed as acknowledging or granting 
such a jurisdiction to an inferior court, and it is quite clear 
that an inferior court, say the Mayor’s Court, may have 
cognizance of the “matter” of law to which such rules 
relate. Again, if these rules are rules of law applied to all 
courts in England, then they must apply to the county 
courts, and thus create a revolution in the practice of those 
courts so far as these rules may extend, and it is no reply to 
say that the county courts are courts created and having &@ 
particular procedure under special Acts of Parliament, for, 
according to the case of Garnet v. Bradley (25 W. BR. 653) 
L. R. 8 iL L, 944), as these rules override and repeal con- 
trary enactments in Acts of Parliament, and, thus, in this 
respect, virtually repeal the Statute of James, so they must 
override and repeal any provisions of Acts of Parliament 
which are inconsistent with the rules in the Judicature Act 
a thing which I feel assured could never have been im 
contemplation of the Legislature. 

For these reasons it appears to me that the rules in the 
schedule to the Act of 1875 were not intended to apply, 
and do not apply to the Mayor's Court, and that the Act 
of James is still in existence as regards proceedings 
that court. 

It is stated that a writ of manflamus has issued unopposed 
directed to the registrar to tax the costs in this cause, and 
that he has returned that he hastaxedthem. So far he has 
obeyed the writ. Ido not interfere with his act of taxa~ 
tion as he is directed by the mandamus. I simply 
that the same be reduced to one farthing. It is to be 
regretted that a question of such vital importance to the 
court should have escaped argument, and I trust that there 
may be found some way in which it may receive fall con~ 
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not only as to whether the rules in the schedule 
‘to this court, but if so how they are to be applied, 
gd by whom they are to be carried out. I do not think 
that I need say one word excusing myself from any inten- 
tion to act in opposition to the ruling of the Queen’s Bench 
Division of the High Court of Justice, nor do I consider 
that 1 am so acting, but I believe that the question has 
not received full consideration; I also feel that it is of vital 
jmportance to this court, for I do not see how the practice 
ofthis court is to be carried on under the rules in the 
gohedule to the Judicature Act, and I do not see where 
amy authority exists to modify them so as to make them 
applicab! 








Creditors’ Claims. 


(REDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Barus, THomas, Redditch, Worcester, Needle Manufacturer. Jan 19, 
Baylis v. Baylis, M.R. Cox, Evesham 

Doccan, Witt1aMm, Cardiff, Woollen Draper. Duggan v. 
Duggan, V.C. Malins. Waldron, Cardiff 

Haway, Davip, Bath, Merchant. Janl5. Henry vy. Malcolm, V.C. 
Bacon. Braikenridge, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn 

Lorn, OnARLES Aucustus Wittiam, Arundel Wharf House, Strand, 
Coal Merchant, Jan 15. Tegetmier v. Manus, V.0. Bacon. Innes, 
Billiter st 

Wataew, Sir GeorGe Benvenuto Buckuey, Suffolk st, Pall Mall, 
K.0.M.G. Jan 20. De Berends v. Earle, V.C, Hall. Pym, Frederick’s 
pl, Old Jewry 

Puntirs, WittiaM, Pontnewynwydd, Monmouth, Colliery Proprietor. 
Jan 21. Price v. Phillips, V.C. Hall. Plews, Merthyr Tydfil 

Paweron, CHARLOTTE Harriet, Oxford Cottages, Clapham. Jan 19. 
Pridgeon v. Pridgeon, V.C. Malins. Brady, St. Swithin’s lane 

Taompsow, Wittiam, Underley Hall, Westmoreland, Alderman of 
City of London. Jan3i. Kenlis v. Hodgson, V.C. Bacon. SBeau- 
mont, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

[Gazette, Dec. 19.] 


Buuuvant, Harriet Fiperia Fiercuer, Derby. Jan 20. Burton v, 
Burton, M.R. Eking, Nottingham 

Deny, RicHakD, Porten terrace, Hammersmith, Builder. 
Dunn v. Satchell, V.C. Malins. Woodcock, New inn, Strand 

Euuorr, GeorGe, Guildford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 2. Hough v. 
Whiten, V.C, Hall. Capron and Sparkes, Guildford 

Grant, Janz, Kensington gate, Kensington. Jan 20. Grant vy. 
Grant, M.R. Barber, Old Jewry 

Haty, Wittiam Roseat Avner, Frant, Sussex, Esq. Jan 21. 
Haly v. Haly, M.R. Stone, Tunbridge Wells 

Luag, Jos, Burton, Dorset, Gent. Jan29. Groves v. Legg, M.R. 
Loggin, Bridport 

Osponn, Wittiam, Stourbridge. Jan 24, Ebborn vy. Osborn, Y.C. Hall. 
Homer, Brierley hiil 

a, George, Maida vale, Warehouseman, Jan 20, 

Smith, M.R. Parker, St. Helen’s pi 

Tuomas, Many Ann, Caroline p), Mecklenburgh sq, and Wit.iam 
Tuomas, Gray’s inn pl, Gray’s inn, Solicitor, Jan 22. Solicitor for 
H.M.’s ‘Treasury v. H.M.’s Att.-Gen., M.R. Hare, Surrey st, 


Strand 
Tut, ALexanpEr, Shurland, Kent, Farmer. Jan 31. Till v. Still, 
V.C. Hall, Copland, Sheerness 
(Gazette, Dec, 23.] 


Biker, Ann, Florence st, Islington. Feb 7. Abrahams v. Dearlove, 

V.0. Hall. Sesley, High Holborn 
man, Epwarp, Honiton, Farmer, Jan 23. Chapman v. Chapman, 

MR, Sharpe, Bedford row 

Qtarke, CHarLEs Preist, Tredegar sq. Bow, Biscuit Baker. Feb 2. 
Clarke v. Clarke, V.C. Hall. Bastard, Brabant ct 

Cossix, Wittiam INGRaM, Torrington sq, Surgeon. Mar 22. Miller 
ke Miller, V.C. Malins. Lydall, Southampton buildings, Chancery 


8 

Caticuron, Exrzaneta, Plumstead, Jan3l. Tidswell y. Cotter, V.C. 
Malins. Lloyd, Bloomsbury sq 

Dawas, Epwakp ALLeyne, Burgess hill, Sussex. Jan %3. Smith vy. 
Dawes, M.R, Lopez, Bucklersbury 

Eusrwoop, SoLomon, Daw Green, Dewsbury, Cowkeeper. Jan 23. 
Eastwood v. Gledhill, MR. Ibberson, Heckmondwike 

Evans, Gnirrrrur Warrrinoron, Welshpool, Montgomery, Tanner. 
Feb2. Beck v. Evans, V.C. Hall. Blaxland, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hancock, George, Weston, nr Bath. Jan 31. Southcombe v. Han- 
Cock, peur of the Bristol District Registry. Burges and Co, 


Ieaxe, Cuanius, Faxfieet, York. Jan 24, Richardson v. Leake, V.C. 
Mulins. Leak, Kingston-upon-Hull 
0, Joun, Hemingborough, York, Yeoman. Jan 24, 
€, M.R. Weddali, Selby 

Miuus, Atrrep Osmond, Rengoon, Licensed Pilot. Jan 26, Mills v. 
» V.C. Hull, Bradiey, Mark lane 

Moanis, Rosgar,, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Jan 16. 
son and Co v. Morris, V.C. Hall, Macdonald, Newcastle-upon- 


Jan 31, 


Jan 31, 


Carrier v. 


Swales v. 


Pam, Ricuarp, Shrewsbury, Solicitor. Jan 26. Palin vy. Brookes, 


Peele and Peele, Shrewsbury 
: ay ANN, Hartburn, Durham, Jan 31, 
» V.C. Hall, Lawson, Essex st, Strand 
Rucusnzacu, WiLciaM, Borough rd, Southwark, Gasfitter. Jan 31. 
& v. Biggs, V.C. Malins. Hedger, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 
UNDERS, Hewry, Kidderminster, Solicitor. Jan 31, Saunders v. 
Semaders, V.0.fli.  Burcher, Kidderminster 


Luck v. 





Scorr, Ancursatp Campsett, Mineing lane, Merchant. Mar 3f.- 
Benecke Souchay and Co v. Scott, V.C. Hall. Stephens and Stephens 
Essex st, Strand 

Sumeson, Marcaret, Whitburn, Darham. Jan 27. Williamson +. 
Simpson, M.R. Kidson, Sunderland 

STaANNaBD, WILLIAM, Ryde, Plumber. Jan 21. Capital and Counties 
Bank vy. Stannard, District Registrar, Newport, Isle of Wight... 
Fardell, Ryda 

Warts, Henry, Leicester, Innkeeper. Jaz 29. Watts v. Curtis, and 
Parsons v. Curtiz, M.R. Curtis, Leicester 

Waite, Joun, Leeds, Leather Merchant. Jan 31. White v. White, 
V.C. Hall. Patience, Gracechurch st 

Wuirrietp, Attison, Sunderland, Ship Owner. Jan 26. Whitfield y- 
Whitfield, M.R. brown, Sucderland 

Witpe, Mary, Moorhouse Ford, Salop. Jan 29. Wilde y. Salt, MLR. 
Salt, Shrewsbury 

Winstape, Caartes, St. Helen’s, Laneashire, Builder. Jam 30. 
Hodgson v. Winslade, V.C. Bacon, Massey, St. Helen’s 

[ Gazette, Dec. 26.] 

Lams, Natuin, Wilmot sq, Bethnal Greea, Jan 30. Lamb v. Lam 
V.C. Hall. Love, Scott yd, Cannon st 

Starrorta, ABRAHAM, Milverton, Leamington, Gent, Jan 27. Staf- 
furth v. Payna, M.R. Smith, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Tines, Bripeet Ropp, Catherine Grove, Greenwich. Jan 21. McClean 
v. Vines, V.C. Hall. Oliver, Corbet ct, Gracechurch st 

Vines, Ricnarp, Gt College st, Camden Town, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Jan 21. McClean vy. Vines, V.C. Hall. Oliver, Corbet ct, Grage- 


church st 
[ Gazette, Dec 30.] 


ALBEsoy, WILLIAM, Altrincham, Cheshire, Public House Manager? 
Feb 10. Albeson v. Street, V.C. Hall. Radford, Manchester 
BroaDuuast, James Caristoraer, Campbellrd, Bow, Gent. Jan 31. 
a v. Broadhurst and Morton, V.C. Bacon, Frost, 
all st 
Lams, Naruan, Wilmot sq, Bethnal Green rd. Jan 30, Lamb wv. 
Wood, V.C, Hall. Love, Scott yd, Cannon st 
[ Gazette, Jan. 2.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Baceaty, Wittiam, King’s Norton, Worcester. Jan3l. Johnson 
and Birmingham 
Bateman, Samuet, Burslem, Stafford, Potter. Jan ‘3l. Tomkinson 
and Furnival, Burslem ‘ 
ee, Sa, Dronfield, Derby, Farmer. Feb 26. Smith and Son, 
8 el 
Boxa.t, Sir Wittiam, Welbeck st, Knight, R.A. Feb1l7. Wildeand 
Co, College-hill 
Brive, Jane, Rumboldswhyke, Sussex. Febl. Arnold, Chichester 
BRIDLE, WILLIAM, ;Rumboldswbyke, Sussex, Painter. Feb 1. Arnold, 
Chichester 
CoatswortH, Emma, Ribey Villa, Great Grimsby. Feb12. Tenney 
and Dawber, Hull 
Cock, EpmunD Ranp, Alexandra rd, Southampton, Gent. Jan 20, 
Guscotte and Co, Essex st, Strand 
Cox, Epwarp Wit.iam, Moat Mount, Hendon, Serjeant-at-Law. 
Feb 2. Harris and Powell, Essex st, Strand 
Cross, WitniAm, Frating, Essex, Farmer. Feb 1. Grimwade, Had- 
leigh 
Dente AxpaauamM, Great Bookham, Surrey, Bootmaker, Jan 31. 
Smalipeice and Scns, Gui'dford > 
Drreuspurn, Witraip Fisuer, Liverpool, Master Mariner, Feb 25. 
Rae and Thompson, Liverpoo! : 
Dvuepaxs, Atice, Wigton, Cumberland, Hosier. Jan 20. Carrick an@® 
Son, Wigton 
Farrpank, Jonny, Headingley, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Feb 10. 
Simpson and Burrell, Leeds 2 
Ferris, WILLIAM, Milton, Lilborne, Wilts, Gent. Jan 19. Dixon, 
Pewse 
Feeran,” Guoncs, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Hotel Proprietor. Jan 31. 
Barker, Fleetwood 
Frater, Joun, Didsbury, nr Manchester, Gent, Feb 2. Chapman and 
Co, Manchester 
Faicovr, Avcustus, Scarkorough, York, Gent. Jan 29. Walton and 
Smith, Southport 
Go.pemrrn, WuitttamM, Winchalsea, Sussex, Bootmaker. Feb 6. 
Smith and Atkinson, Rye : 
Hanpnzgy, Samet, Pendleton, Manchester, Rope aad Twine Manufac- 
turer. Jan 17. Potter and Lowe, Manchester 
Harris, WILL, Clifton, Bristol, Linen Merchant. Jan3l. Beck 
ingham, Bristol 
Heats, Mary Ann, Hanley, Stafford. Feb 2. Lawrence, Hanley 
Hunt, Joan, Springford, Southampton, Esq. Feb 3. Gseen and 
Moberley, Southamptoa 
Kircuen, Rosert BertRuM, Grange rd, Bermondsey, Dyer. March 20. 
Wellborne and Son, Duke st, London Bridge 
MaYLert, Sarau, Clifton, Bristol, Feb 21. Perham, Bristol 
Reseae, Wittiam, Leeds, Builder, Jan 31, Ward and Sons, 
eds 
Pgark, Wituiam, Loose, Kent, Esq. Feb 14, Ottaway, Essex st, 
Strand 
Potnarp, WaLTeR Jamgs, Captain, R.N. Feb 12. Tenney and Daw- 
ber, Hull 
Ricwarpson, Wittram, Alnwick, Northumberland, Saddler, Jan 22. 
Middlemas, Alnwick 
Riveway, Josep, Brandfold, Kent, Esq. March 1. Fullagar and Co, 
Bolton-le-Moors 
Roxzerts, Joun, Thorne rd, Lambeth, Licensed Victualler. Jan 26, 


Slee ard Co, Tooley st, Southwark 
a = Louisa, Harrogate, York. Feb 28. Wood and Co, Brad- 
or 
or —* mane Preston, Lancaster. Jan 10. Newmanand Ca,. 
Scnorreip, Rosset, Oldham, Cotton Spinner. Feb 19, Learoyd and 
Co, Huddersfieid 
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~Suvern, Hansiett Even, Letcombe, Regis, Berks. Feb 20, Wilde 
and Oo, College-hill 

- — Crick, Derby, Stone Merchant. Jan 20. Potter, 

TT, i Long-acre, Wholesale Stationer. Jan 24, Earle, 
Charles-sq, Hoxton 

“Uprietp, Grorce May, Aldershot, Butcher. Feb1l. Foster, Alder- 
shot 

Vavuenan, James, Pontesbury, Salop, Farmer. March 25. 


Shrewsbury 
Vow es, WittraM Henry, Bristol, Brush Manufacturer, 


Salmon, Bristol 


How, 
Jan 3. 


(Gazette, Dec. 26.] 


Bazi, Jane, gaged rd, Islington, Feb 10. Crowdy and Son, 
Serjeant's-inn, Fleet st 

Bessy, ‘WILLIAM, Stonesby, Leicester, Farmer. March 1. Atter, 
Melton Mowbray 

Buackman, CoaR.es, Waltham Chase, Southampton, Yeoman. Jan 30, 
Hutchins, Exeter 

Brewis, Francis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cart Owner. Feb 1. Scott, 
Newcastle-upon-T yne 

Cameron, GeorcE O’FarreELt, Carmarthen, Dentist. March 1. White, 


arthen 
Doxson, ANNE, Richmond rd, Islington. Feb 28. Mote, South sq, Gray’s 


inn 
Durrett, Emma, Bishopsbourne, Kent. Jan 24. Furley, Canter- 


bury 

ee James Bowes, Bristol, Esq. Feb 3. Meade-King and Bigg, 

risto 

ENnTWISTLE, Nancy, Blackpool, Lancaster. 
wen 

GuILLAMORE, the Right Hon. Viscountess Ex1za, Claverton st. Feb 7. 
Chapman, London-wall 

Miues, Joun, Horsmonden, Kent, 
Goudhurst 

Rotts, Ricwarp Everett, Sunnyside, Peckham Rye, Floor Cloth 
Manufacturer. Jan 31. Tadman, Gray’s-inn-pl, Gray’s-iun 

Sovurnorn, Pass, Allesley, Warwick. Jan 24. Minster, Coventry 

Surcuirre, WittiaM, Elland, York, Maltster, Feb 16. Sutcliffe, Heb- 
den Bridge 

Vernier, Joun Hunry, Bridge, Kent, Plumber. Jan 24. Furley, 
Canterbury 

Wann, Josava, Cheddleton, Stafford, Gent. 
Allen, Leek 

Wartiine, AgtHur Capon, Brunswick sq, Esq. 
Loader, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 

Witcock, Matinpa Fanny, Murree, Puojaub, India. 
man, King’s Bench Walk, Temple 

@WituaMms, Huca, Widnes, Lancaster, Contractor. Feb 20. Sharp and 
Kirkconne], Warrington 

(Gazette, Dec 30.] 


Jan 10. Costeker, Dar- 


Farmer. Feb 1. Hinds and Son, 


Feb 12, Hacker and 
Feb 10. Yarde and 


Feb 1. Merri- 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF 
APPEAL. 





Master OF THE V7.0: lsu, 


Date. Rows. 


Mr. Teesdale Mr. Jackson 
Farrer Cobby 
Pemberton Leach 
Ward Latham 

Leach 

Latham 

Leach 

Latham 


Friday ....Jan. 9Mr. King 
Eaturday...... 10 Merivale 
Monday ...... 12 Teesdale 
Tuesday ...... 13 
‘Wednesday.... 14 
Thursday .... 15 
Friday.....e0. 16 Pemberton 
Saturday...... 17 Ward 

Mr. Justice 


y.C.Bacoyr. V.C, Haun. te 


view +eeedan. 9Mr. Ward Mr. Latham Mr. Koe 
Saturday...... 10 Pemberton Leach Clowes 
Monday ...... 12 Clowes King Jackson 
Tuesday ...... 13 Koe Merivale Cobby 
Wednesday.... 14 Clowes King Jackson 
Thursday .... 15 Koo Merivale Cobby 
Friday..,..... 16 Clowes King Jackson 
Saturday...... 17 Koe Merivale Cobby 


Himary Sirrines, 
From January 12 to February 21, 1880. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 
Aé Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster | 
App. mots. expte, 
apps. from orders 
made on interloc- 
utory motns, & 
other apps. 


App. mots, yo es 
apps. from orders 
made on interlo- 
cutory motns., & 
— apps, s 

a r. 
Pacstay--on13) ; | Thursday voy | Be oy: Spgs. & 
Wednesday..14 § “PRCA’s. | Friday ....23 


Thureday ..15 — apps. & or | Saturday i a 


Wednesday 21 
Mondy.,Jan.12 


Monday ....26 
Tuesday....27 

App. mots, ex pte 
| apps. from orders 
| Wednesday. 28< made on inter- 
| locutory mots., & 
other apps, 


Monday .....19 


Friday, ....16 
Gaturday ...17 Appeals, | 
Tuesday....20 





Thurs, .... 29 { BEcy apps and or 
Friday ....30 


Monday Feb. i Appeals. 

Tuesday.... 3 
App.motns.ex pte 
apps. from ordrs 
made on interloc- 
utory motions & 
other apps. 

5 {Be Bkcy. apps. & othr 


Wednesday.. 4 


Thursday .. 
Friday «eo 6 


Saturday .. 7 
Monday .... ma 


Luesday.e-.10 





Ss 
App. motns.ex 
apps. 

Wednesday 11 < made on 
utory Motions & 
other apps, 

Thursday ..12 tee’ pps, &othe 

sate one 

aturday ..1 

Monday | Appeals. 

Tuesday....17 
-_ —— 

apps. from or; 

Wednesday..18 ¢ made on = 
cutory 
other appa, 

Thursday.. 19 | BY Diy oe ae 


Friday .... 20 
aturday.. 21 } appeais 


‘Lunacy petitions will be taken every Saturday during the sitt ings, 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At the Rolls House. 
Mondy.,Jan.12.. Sitting in Cé Ap. 


Tuesday +. -'3? Causes without 
ee A t wits & adj sums 
; motions. adj. 
Friday -.-.16 { sums,, & gen. pa. 
 Pets., sht. caus., 

Saturday ...175 adj. sums, and 


gen. pa. 
Mon., set 
Wf oom re 
Thursday ..22 

Motns.,adj. sums. 
Friday .... 231 & gen. pa. 

Pets. ,sht. causes, 
Saturday .. 24 fas sums., and 

gen. pa. 
Monday ......26 
Raeaday-21 {cenra paper. 
Thursday ..29 

M otns. adj. sum 
Friday ....30) & gen. pa. 
Pets, sht causes, 
--3l{adj. sumns, and 

gen. pa. 


Saturday 


Monday, Feb 2 
Wemmeions General paper. 
Thursday .. 5 
Mots., - sums., 
& gen. 
Petns, pw causes, 
Saturday .. adj. sumons., and 
gen. pa. 


cnet 6 


Monday .... 9 

Tuesday, ..- . 

Wedsdy. coed General paper. 
Thrsdy ... 

Mots., adj. sums. 
& gen. pa. 

Pets., sht. caus, 
ng sums, & gen, 


Friday .... 13 


Sat. wooo 2 14 


Monday ....16 
Tuesday....17 
Wednesday, 18 
Thursday “an (to 


Friday ... 


General paper. 


Mtns, 3 - sums. 


Pets, aa caus., 

Saturday +215 adj. sums. & gen. 

pa. 

N.B.—The days, if any, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shali be 
engaged inthe Court of Appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses are to be examined be- 
fore the court will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; but when 
the list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
causes and actions with wit- 
9 will be taken on Mondays 
also. 

Further Considerations will b® 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 


should be heard ; and any cany 
intended to be heard asa shor, 
cause must be so marked jg 
the cause-book at least one cles 
day before the same can \& 
put in the paper to be so heani, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put in th 
paper. 


V.C. 3:m RICHARD MALINS. 


At Lincoln’s-inn, 
Senter s56. + ane & gen. pa, 
Tuesday.e.. 1 
Wednesday 14 } General paper, 
Thursday ae iy” & gen. pa, 
Friday ....16 {Oven pe 
Saturday ..17 boy sums. & ga 
Monday .....19 " 
Tuesday....20 
Wednesday..2 a1) 
Thursday 133. Mots, & gen. pa, 
Friday «++. 23} pope Petty 
Saturday ..24 its ous. & ges, 


Monday....26 

Tuesday . v8 General paper. 
Wednesday 2: 

Thursd..eoe 29-. Mots. & gen. ps. 


Friday ....30 { pales. pe, 


Saturday ..31 iar sums. & gea, 


Monday Feb. 2 

Tuesday.... 3 > General paper. 

Wednesday. 4 

Thursday ... 5..Motns & gen. ™ 
Short causes, pets, 

Friday cece 6fee gen. pa. 

7 ( Adj. sums & gen 


General paper, 








Saturday .. 


Monday.... 9 

Tuesday....10 > General paper. 
Wednesday..11 

Thursd ....12,,Motns. & go. pe 
> Sht. causes, pets 
Friday seve bg asa. Wes 

4 a sums & gow 


pa. 


Saturday ..1 


Monday....16 

Tuesday.. ait General paper. 

Wednesday..18 

Thursday ..19,,,.Mots.'& get. Dal 

Friday ....20 poe CaUs., pes 

Saturday ..21 = sums & 

Any cause intended to o! 
heard as a short cause must be? 
murked in the cause book # 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the pape 
to be so heard, and the nec 
sary papers must be left is 
court with the judge’s offer 
the day before the cause is 
be put into the paper. 


V C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
At Lincoln’s-inn- 





Monday,Jan,12 In Beokryee 


Tuesday....13 { pons . 


Wednesday..14 papers 
Thurs., meet | General 





EE EESTEE EF ie 


Tuesd: 
Wedn 
Thurs 


Friday 
Satur 


Monde 
Tuesd: 
Wedne 
Thurs 


pa. 
ims, & gen 
‘1 paper, 


c gen. pa, 
US.y Pets, 
a 


pa. 
ms. & gen, 
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— 


may 16 Motns, adj. sums, 


& gen. ~ 
Petns., . caus, 
saturday welT & gen pa. 
yonday..--19..In Bankruptcy. 
Wednesday..21 Genera] paper. 
— motns. adj. sums. 
Friday... a3 fe gen pa : 
§ Petns.,sht. caus. 
gaturday+- 24) cen, pa. 
Monday-.-.26..In Bankruptcy. 


BY.- 0027 
Gaenisy 28 > General paper. 
Thurs...+++29 ns aj 
otns, adj. sums. 
Friday .-+-30 {e gen. pa. 
31 { Pets. sht. causes, 
Sate encore & gen. a. 
Monday, Feb. 2,..In Bankruptcy. 
Juesday .. 
Wedsdy ... 4? General paper. 
Thursday.. 5 : 
5 6 Motns. adj. sums. 
Friday... ik hae paper. 
Pets t. causes 
Saturday «» 7 {& gen. pa. 
Monday.... he Bankruptcy. 


Tuesday....1 
Wednesday.1! ? General paper. 


Thursday ..12 on cei 
, otns. adj. . 
Friday «++ 13 {e General paper 
Saturday 614 ote. CAUseS, 
Monday ....16..In Bankuptcy. 
Tuesday....17 
Wednesday..1g » General paper. 
Thursday. 1g 


Friday »2..20 
Saturday »21{ 


Farther Considerations will be 
taken as part of the Generai 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which have not already 
appeared in the Papers 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a short cause must be 
somarked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinthe paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


Motns. adj. sums. 
& General paper. 
Pets,, sht. caus, 
& gen. pa. 


V.C, Sir CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln’s -inn. 
Monday,Jan.12..Motns. & gen.pa. 

Wetesisy.. a General paper. 
Thorsday ..15..Motns, & gen pa 
Friday......16..Pets, & gen. pa. 


Saturday ..17 i. 


Monday ....19 

Tata. General paper. 

Wednesday. 21 

Thors, .... 22..Mots. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....23..Petns. & gen, pa. 
Sht. caus., adj, 

Saturday ..24 { sums., & gen. pa. 

Monday ....26 

Tuesday....27 » General paper. 

Wednes,..,,28 


caus., adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 


Thursday ..29..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....30..Pets, & Gen. tn 


Saturday «31 Pan caus,, adj 


& gen. pa. 
Monday,Feb.2 wat 
Tuesdy .... 3 >General paper. 
Wednesday 4 

Thurs. .... 5..Motns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 6..Petns & gen. pa. 


Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturday .. 7 dl & gen. pa. 
Monday... 


9 
Tuesday =o} General paper. 
Wedsdy....11 

Thrsdy .+++12,,Mtns,%& gen, pa. 
Friday ....13.. Pets. & gen. pa. 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..14 ia, & gen pa. 
Monday ....16 


Tuesday....17 } General paper, 
Wednesday.,.18 
Thursday ..19.. Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday came & gen. ay 
ht. caus. adj. 
Saturday ..21 sums., & gen, pa. 
Further Considerations will be 
taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes which heve not already 
appeared in the Paper. 
Any cause intended to be heard as 
a Short Cause must be so 
marked in the Cause Book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, aud the necessary 
papers must be left in court with 
the judge’s officer the day before 
the cause is to be put into the 
paper. 


Ma. Justice FRY, 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 


Monday,Jan.12 

Ly Akl 

Wednesday. 14 

Thareday 15) General pap er. 
Friday ....16 

Saturday ..17 

Monday ....19 

Wednewiay 21\ 

Wednesday .21 

Thursday Y 99 General paper. 
Friday 700083) 

Saturday ..24 
Monday ,...26 
Tuesday... . 
Wednesday. 2 
Thursday ¥ 59 General paper. 
Friday ....30 

Saturday ..31 

Monday ,Feb. 2 

Tuesday .... 3 

Wednesday.. 4 
Thursday .. 5 
Friday .... 6 
Saturday .. 7 


General paper. 


Thursday ..12 
Friday ....13 


Monday.... 9 
Tuesday ..10 
Wednesday. 11) General paper. 
Saturday ..14_ 


Monday ....16 
Tuesday....17 


Friday ....20 





Wednesday .18 
T cave’. . | General paper. 


Saturday ..21 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
OrpER oF Court. 
Friday, the 26th day of December, 1879, 

Whereas from the present state of the business before the 
Master of the Rolls, the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, 
and Mr. Justice Fry, it is expedient that a portion of the 
causes assigned to the Master of the Rolls, and now standing 
for trial or hearing before his lordship, should be transferred 
tothe Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon ; and that the causes 
80 to be transferred should for the purpose only of trial or 
hearing be transferred from the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
nto Mr. Justice Fry ; Now I, the right honourable 


Hugh MacCalmont Earl Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of 


Britain, do hereby order that the several causes set 

forth in the schedule hereto be accordingly transferred from 
Master of the Rolls to the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
Bacon, and taken as causes {assigned to the Vice-Chancellor 


Sir James Bacon, and be mark 


ingly, 


in the cause-books accord- 


And I do further order that the same causes, when 





so transferred, be for the purpose only of trial or of hearing 

transferred from the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon to 

Mr. Justice Fry. And this order is to be drawn up by the 

registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chancery 

Division of the High Court of Justice. 

Southall v Stevens act wits 1879 S 261 

Boorer vy Miles act wits 1879 B 38 

Lloyds v Harper act wits 1879 L 59 

Daniels v Beresford act wits 1879 D 420 

Strelley v Pearson act wits 1879 § 257 

Masten, &c., Banking Co. v Thorley act wits 1879: 

146 

Crowther v. Bone act wits 1879 C 112 

Shore v The Colonial Trusts Corporation limd act and 
motn for judgt wits 1879 S 161 

McStevens v Carnegie act wits 1878 M 216 

In re 8S. Hart, Wood v Newton act wits 1879 H 315 

Union Bank of London v Ashwin act & motn for judgt,. 
wits 1878 U 39 

Rogers v Deedy act wits 1879 R 67 

Met Board of Works v Hammersmith Bridge Co act witns 
1879 M 137 

Linney vy Wood actwits 1879 L 123 

Attorney-Gen, Brecon, &c, Railway v L & N W Ry Co 
actwits 1878 B 266 

Fawcett v Law act wits 1878 F 99 

Stubbs v Wilkinson actwits 1879 S 315 

Greenough v Littler act wits 1879 G 148 

The Commissioners of the Exhibition of 1851 v Roya 
Horticultural Society act wits 1879 C 144 

Rowan v Forsythe act wits 1879 R 236 

Blackman v Bowchier act wits 1879 B 198 

Airey v Bowes act wits 1878 A 123 

In re Sanderson, Fisher v Payne act wits 1879 S 274 

Willats v Metropolitan Board of Works act wits 1872 
W 259 

Goodey v Everett act, wits 1879 G 107 

Cox v Willoughby act, wits 1879 © 257 

Butcher v Denyer act, wits 1879 B 483 

Marnerv Bright act & motn for judgt, wits 1878 M 113 

Learoyd v Gray act, wits 1879 L 40 

Renals v Jevons act, wits 1879 R 385 

In re Hollingshead, Hollingshead v Hollingshead act, wits 
1879 H 468 

Chaplin v Cave act, wits 1879 C 278 

Cave v Cave act, wits 1879 C 282 

Shaw v Robinson act & motn for jugt, wits 1879 S 324) 

Durrant v Roy act, wits 1879 D 59 

Wood v Munk act, wits 1879 W 123 

Briggs v Massey act, wits 1879 B 181 

Blair v Peek act, wits 1879 B 143 

In re C. P. Dodson, Dodson v Edmonson act & motn for 
judgt, wits 1879 D 71 

Steel v Dixon act, wits 1879 S 367 

Bothamley v Weigel act, wits 1879 B 290 

Todd v Good act, wits 1879 T 209 

Nives v Nives act, wits 1879 N 80 

Burton v Marcus act, wits 1879 B 481 

Blewett v Soames, Blewitt v Tilley aot, wits 1879 B- 
353, 354 

Roussillon v Roussillon act, wits 1879 R 56 

Watson v Gray act, wits I879 W 83 

Austin v Barker act, wits 1879 A 159 

Wright v Oxton act, wits 1879 W 244 

Chesterfield, &0, Colliery Cov Black act, wits 1879 C 
243 Carrns, C,. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


CAUSE LIST FOR HILARY SITTINGS, 1880. 
These sittings commence on Monday, January 12th. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
For ArGumEnt. Chester, Gower v Edwards 
Moved Michaelmas Sittings, 1879. Mauisty, 
ied during Sittings.) 


Liverpoo!, Lowe v Camming ( 
Bowen, J Russell Middlesex, Bryant v Rix 
Bowen, J 


Manchester, Richardson & Wife v i 
London & N Western Ry Co Middlesex, Gainsford v Miller 
Mauisty, J Arba! 


Lush, J Edwards 

Manchester, Turner y Galloway Bristol, Morgan v Collins 

Lush, J Herschell L CJustice 

Manchester, Heaton v Wilkinson & nae my for judgment.) 
pecial Referee Report. 


ors 
Lusb,J French, for defendants, Donovan v Jukes 
Reddish & anr (Motion for judgm t 
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Motions Nisi for New Trial standing for consideration. 


Middlesex, Hulbert v Rowlands 
Bowen, J Grantham 
Moved before the L C J & Field & 
Manisty, JJ.) 
Manchester, Mayall v Moody 


Bowen, J Herschell 
(Lush & Manisty, JJ.) 
London, Lander v France 


Bowen, J Kemp 
(LO 3 & Lush & Manisty, JJ.) 


SPECIAL PAPER. 


For JupGMEnr. 
‘Green v Pool 
Bristol Wagon Co v Lea & Co 
Markwick v Wickham 


South-Fastern Ry Oo v Railway 


Mullins v Treasurer of the omy 


jurrey 
(Two Judges) 
Bramwell v Levi & Co sc 
(Two Judges.) 


we : 
Commissioners and the Mayor of Elliston v Peninsular & Oriental 
Hastings 


For ARGUMENT. 
Capper & Co v Wallace Bros SC 
(Two Judges) 
‘Gill v Dickinson Dem 
Jones & anr v Griffith & anr Dem 


Navigation Co Dem 
Wiley v Henderson Dem 
Ditton v Smith Dem 
Nissler & anr v Mayor & Aldermen 

of Kingston-on-Hull 8C 

(Two Judges.) 


ENLARGED RULES. 


For ARGUMENT. 

‘The Queen v J B Shurward 
Solicitor-General 
In the matter of the Swansea Im- 
provement Tramways Co v The 

Swansea Mumbles Ry Co 

Littler 

The Queen v E Hicks & anr 
wn 


Bro 
In thematterof Anthony Pulbrook 
Finlay McIntyre 


In the matter of an arbitration be- 
tween Thomas Clayton & Edward 
Evans 

Green McIntyre 

The Queen v A Ridgway & T G 
Ridgway 

Solicitor-General Serjeant Parry 

The Queen v Labouchere & OC 
Wyman 

Russel] 


To come on as Motions. 


The Queen v]C Benthall & ors 
Charles White 


The Queen v The Sherborne Local 
Board . 
harles White 


CROWN PAPER. 
For ARGUMENT. 


Kent, The Queen v Edwards 
Hertfordshire, The Queen on Pro- 


seution of Garlike v The Ware 
Rural Sanitary Authority 
Middlesex, The Queen v Truelove 


APPEALS FROM INFERIOR COURTS ASSIGNED TO THE 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


For ARrGuMENT. 
Staffordshire, Horder + Meddings 
Liverpool, Dawson v Peake & ors 
Warwick, Lee v Gold 
“een Williams & ano y 

His 
Cermarthenshire, Rees & ano v 
Davies 
Yorkshire, Hutchinson v Johnson 
Lancashire, Kideal v French 


Wenlock, Hill v George 

Cambridgeshire, Bloss v Pawsey 

Met Pol Dis, De Morgan v Metro- 
politan Board of Works 


Westmoreland, Thorpber v Horne | 


Thomson, Claimant 
London, Miller v Ferguson 
Met Pol Dis, Marr v Greenwich 
District Board of Works 
Halifax, Barraclough v Bairtow 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER, 


For JupeMEnT. 
Harries Navigation Co Limited, v 
Churchwaréens of MerthyrTs dfil 
Chapman v_ Knight, Watson 
Claimant 
For ARGUMENT. 

Moved Michaelmas Sitting, 1899 
Middlesex, Clemence 4 Clark 
Coleridge, LJ Harrison 

(Part hear?) 
Middlesex, Heath v Pugh 
Denman, J Cohen 
Middlesex, Peeters v Metropolitan 

Railway 
Coleridge, LJ Kemp 
Surrey, Sherrington v Dixon & 


rs 
Coleridge, LJ Davis 
Middlesex, Gearing v Martin 
Denman, J 
Official Referee Report 
McDonall v Cheaney 
(Motion for juégment.) 
Dogdale 
Middlesex, Wilkin v Barnard 
Lindley, J 
Official Referee Report 
Telford v Rivers 
(Motion for judgment.) 
Lane 


Official Referee Report 
Capital & Countries Bank v Henty 


& Sons 
(Motion for judgment.) 
Solicitor-General 
Middlesex, Parish v Johnson 
Grove, J Willis 
London, Compton v West London 
Extension Railway Co 
Coleridge, LJ Littler 
Middlesex, Jones v Hope & ors 
(Motion for judgment.) 
Grove, J. Col 
Middlesex, Pidsley v Wilson 
(Motion for judgment.) 
Lopes, J Pollard 
London, Beldham & Wife v Great 
Eastern Ry Co 
Coleridge, LJ Ballantine 
London, Earle v Farjean 
Coleridge, LJ Cook 
(Motion for judgment.) 
London, Ncersnoss Block Ice Ship- 
ping Co v Royal Mail Steam- 
packet Co 


yon Lindley, J. Iter 


Sa 
Middlesex, Nowell v Williams 
Coleridge, L.J Solicitor-Gen 


PEREMPTORY PAPER. 
For AgGuMent. 
‘Thompron vy The Great Eastern In the Matter of W. Robert Philps, 


Railway Co 
In the Matter of a Solicitor 


4 Solicitor 


SPECIAL PAPER. 
Special cases to be heard before two or more judges. 


For Aroumerr. 
Gilmore vy The Burial Board of 
Lambeth 80 
Sir H. James 


Foster & ors v Medwin &anr 80 
Smith 


Carrard v Meek 8c 
Smith 


Borgers & arr y Northwick Locs] Chesworth vy Hunt & anr 80 
Board 80 Wallac 


Channell 





Special cases and demurrers to be heard before one judge, 


For ArcuMEnt. Co Den 
Chamberlain (Clerk) v Branwell Smith 
De 


(Clerk) m. Willians 
Clarke Hanning v Cha Poulter 

(To stand over.) Bevan v Smith & ors Lovett 

Turner v The Great Eastern Ry Booth v Lord Harrowby Matthey, 


APPEALS FROM INFERIOR COURTS ASSIGNED TO THE 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
For JupemMEnt, Yorkshire, Marriott vy M 
Chapman vy _ Kaight, Barnsley wee 
on > ‘ P. ae v Olay 
orn ARGUMENT. Staffordshire, Great Easte 
Kent, Gorham & anr v McGeagh v Nock ‘i m By Gy 
Dorsetshire, White v Fox & anr Kent, Wanstall v Gilbert 
Somersetshire, Rogers v Blandford Lancashire. Pierpoint v Cartwright 
Derbyshire, Arkwright v Evans & Sons 
London, Thompson v Gt Eastern Essex, Metson v Perkin 
Wakefield, Wakefield Urban Sani. 
tary Authority v Mander 


Porter v Drew & anr 
tterton 


Watson 


y Co 
Glamorganshire, Smith v Morgan 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 


The following regulations have, by order of the judge 
been made respecting the business of the assizes ‘on th 
Northern Circuit :—‘“ Causes for trial at Appleby must iy 
entered as soon as the commissions have been opened, 
as business will be proceeded with at once. In pursuance 
of ‘ the rules of the Supreme Court, December, 1879,” causes 
for trial at Carlisle, Manchester, and Liverpool may, at 
time after notice of trial has been given, be entered for trial 
in the district registry of the city or town where the trials 
to be held, or with the associate as heretofore. The 
general entry of causes at Carlisle, Lancaster, Manchester, and 
Liverpool will commence immediately after the opening of the 
respective commissions, and will close at nine at night. The 
courts will sit the day after commission day at each place 
(Appleby excepted) at eleven o'clock. Special jury cases 
will be taken at Manchester on Monday, January 26, at the 
ie of the court, and at Liverpool on Mcnday, February 











PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Jan. 8, 1880, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent, Consols, 97}xd Annuitias, April, °85, 9} 
Ditto for Acccunt, 97}xd Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do. 3 per Cent, Rednced, 973 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct.7 pm 
New 3 per Cenb., 97} Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm. 

Do, 34 perCent., Jan. ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £260, 7 pm. 

Do. 24 perCont.,Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock ,270 
Annuities, Jan. °80 Ditte for Account. 








Mr. John Bowman, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Heaven 
& Bowman, Bristol, was found at his office with his throat cut 
on Wednesday week. He was conveyed to the infirmary, 
where he died from the wound. Near the spot where he lay 
in the office was found a pocket-knife, with which the 
wound had evidently been inflicted, He had suffered greatly 
from depression of mind. 


Way Born Gas? Adopt Cuapruis’ Rerrecrors. They superseds 
gas in daytime, and promote health, comfort, and economy. They st 
now in great use in private houses. For prospectus address two stamps 
to 8. J. a patentee and manufacturer, 69, Fleet-street, Londos, 
—[Apvr. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 

Srewant.—Dec. 16, at Milnthorpe House, Wakefield, the wilt 
of William Henry Stewart, solicitor, ofason, 

Tayior.—Dec. 14, at Curzon Park, Chester, the wife of Henry 
Taylor, solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

Rowertson —Durpiv.— Jan, 1, at Dublin, Thomas Herbert 
Roberteon, of Thornleigh, Clapham-common, and Linoola’+ 
inn, barrister-at-law, to Alexandrina Melian, daughter 
of Alexander Durdin, of Huntington Castle, County Carlow, 


VaExAstes—Hoox.—Jan. 1, at St, Mary Abbott's Kensing: 
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— 
fon, Rowland George Venables, of the Inner Temple, bar- 
rser-at-law, to Gertnde, widow of the Rev. James Hook, 
Vicar of Morton, : ' 
grennr Des 18 wt iait-anot, Hyde pus, Davi 
py.—Dec, a +8 e-par! Vi 
Kennedy, advocate, late of ‘ahenken. , 
#a1mon.—Jan. 5, at Oubas House, Ulverston, Alan Backhouse 
Salmon, solicitor, aged 68. 
WasHINGTON.—Dec. 31, at St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Adam 
Washington, Barrister-at-law, late of Darley Dale, Derby- 
shireyaged 78. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrapts. 
Fripay, Jan. 2, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Pearson, Walter Hay, Shaftesbury rd, Hammersmith, Olerk to a Rail- 
way Co. Pet Dec 30. Hazlitt. Jan 14 at 2 
Rawson, Thomas, Queen st pl, Liceused Victualler. Pet Dec 30. 
Hazlitt. Jan 21 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. ‘ 
ford, Thomas, Plympton, Devon, Gent. Pet Dec 30. Gidley. East 
Stonehouse, Jan 15 at 12 
Biliott, John Bardoe Bowes, Riversdalerd, Twickenham park, Pet Dec 
93. Rusten. Brentford, Jan 13 (and not 12, as erroneously printed 
in the Gazette of Dec 26 last) at 3 
Hardiman, Frederick, Bristol, Plumber. Pet Dec 19. Harley. Bristol, 
Jan 15 at 2 
Quentin, Walter, of her Majesty’s ship Asia, stationed at Portsmouth 
Lieutenant. Pet Dec 3}. Renny. Portsmouth, Jan 28 at12_ 
Rees, John, and William H Lewis, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Timber 
Merchants. Pet Dec 27. Lloyd. Carmartien, Jan 15 at 10 
Thacker, Charles, Brownhills, Stafford, Cattle Salesman. Pet Dee 31° 
Clarke. Walsall, Jan 21 at 11 
‘Thwaite, George Place, Bainbridge, York, Farmer. Pet Dec 31. 
Jefferson, Northallerton, Jan 20 at 1 
Wilson, James, Liverpool, Victualler. Pet Dec 30. Cooper. Liver- 


pool, Jan 15 at ll 
Tvuespay, Jan 6, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proof; of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Hawkins, Charles, Westminster Bridge rd, Chair Manufacturer. 
Jon2. Hazlitt. Jan 20 at il 
Perry, John Henry, Bread st, Mantle Manufacturer, 
Hazlitt, Jan 21 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Mrowder, W M » Waterloo, near Liverpool,Gent. Pet Jan 2. 
Cooper. Liverpool, Jan 20 at 12 
Williams, William, New Brighton, Chester, Builder. Pet Dec 12. 
illiams. Birkenhead, Jan 16 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Jan. 2, 1880. 
Wadsworth, Alfred, Doncaster, Surgeon. Dec 30 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Fripay, Jan, 2, 1880. 
Abbott, Laura Georgiana, Walton, Suffolk, Farmer, 
offices of Josselyn and Sons, Queen st, Ipswich 
Ahlborn, Louis, Birkenhead, Smallware Dealer. 
of Bartlett, Dale st, Liverpool 
Amos, Richard, Bradford, York, Boot Dealer. Jan 15 at 3 at Creditors’ 
Association, Parkinson's chmbrs, Market st, Bradford 
Balaam, Simon, Manchester, Brickmaker. Jan 20 at 3 at offices of 
_ Woodall and Marriott, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Barton, William, Leytonstone, Essex, Grocer’s Clerk. Jan 19 at 3 at 
offices of Beard and Sens, Basinghail st 
Batchelor, William Edward, Dorking, Surrey, Cattle Dealer. Jan 21 
at 2 at offices of Sadler, High st, Dorking 
Bavin, Bransby, Skirbeck Quarter, Boston, Lincoln, Smackowner. Jan 
15 at 12 at offices of Sills, West st, Boston 
ent, John Marcus, St Stephen, Hertford, Farmer. Jan 16 at 8 at 
George Hotel, St Albans, Annesley, St Albans 
t, William Henry, St Albans, Miller. Jan 9 at 2.30 at offices of 
tocken and Jupp, Lime st sq 
Sell, Henry, West Hartlepool, out of business, Jan 10 at 11.30 at the 
Alexandra Commercial Hotel, John st, Sunderland 
Bell, Robert, Walton-on-the-Hill, near Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Jan 19 
at 8 at offices of Bartiett, Dale st, Liverpool 
Blow, Robert, Great Grimsby, Corn Merchant. Jan 14 


Pet 
Pet Jan 3 


Jan 2 at 2 at 


Jan 29 at 3 at offices 


at 11 at the 
arborough Hotel, Great Grimsby, Step and Mountain, 
Grimsby 
ll, James, Rothley, Leicester, Beerhouse keeper. 
at offices of Shires, Market st, Leicester 





Jan 19 at 12 


Box, Ann, Carlisle, Milliner, 
Tathers ot, Scotch st, Carlisle 

Bragge, Samuel, Lauriston rd, South Hackney, Schoolmaster. Jan 16 
at 12 at offices of Pittman and Smart, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall 

» Tkomas, Rochdale, Lancashire, Builder, Jan 21 at 8 at 

Offices of Standrirg and Twylor, King st, Rochdale 

ton, Robert, jnn, Caistor, Lincoln, Grocer. Jan 19 at 1 at the 
Red Lion Hotel, Caistor. Brown, Caistor 

= William, Leeds, Mercer. Jun 15 at 3 at offices of Harland, 

Bultitade, Archibald Benjamin, and William Rummell, Wellclose sq, 
Ol'Merchants, Jan 19 at 3 at offices of Waddell and Oo, Queen 

avira wt, Ditton, Ironmonger lane 

Purnett, John, Liverpool, Builder. Jan 15 at 2 at offices of Harris and 
Genet, Union-ct, Castle st, Liverpool 


Jan 19 at 3 at offices of Wannop, Car- 





Butterworth, Benjamin, Smallbridge, Lancashire, Wheelwright, 
19 at 3 at offices of Standring and Taylor, King st, Rochdale » 

Cail, Hepry, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. Jan 15 at 2 at offices of 
Boyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcast'e-upon-Tyne 

Chapman, William, Abbotsley, Huntingdon, Farmer. Jan19 at 11 at 
offices of Dav and Wade-Gery, St Neots, Hunts 

Clarke, John Winwood, Withington ct, Hereford, Farm Bailiff. Jan 
14 at 10.30 at officee of James and Bodenham, St Peter st, Hereford’ 

Clarke, William Randal, Widnes, Lancashire, Baker. Jan 14 at 2 at 
offices of Beasley, Victoria rd, Widnes 

Cohen, Benjamin, Leeds, Tailor. Jan 14at 3 at offices of Jenkinson, 
Albion st, Leeds 

Cook, Ebenezer, St Stephen, Hertford, Miller.‘ Jan 12 at 11 at offices of 
Simpson, St Peter st, St Albans 

Corneby, James, Earsham, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 16 at 12 at offices 
of Worship and Rising, South quay, Great Yarmouth: 

Cousins, Rev Sidney Leslie, Bournemouth. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of 
Aldridge, Westover villas, Bournemouth 

Cowell, Joseph, Chorley, | hire, Innk . Jan I4 at 11 at offices 
of Morris, Townhall, Chorley 

Crawley, James, Sandy, Bedford, Market Gardener. 
at offices of Smith, Sandy 

Cronshaw, Thomas, Southport, Lancashire, Draper. Jan 15 at 3 at 
offices ot Walton and Smith, Devonshire buildings, Southport 

Crossley, Benjamin Chadwick, Heywood, Lancashire, Music Seller. 
Jan 19 at 10 at offices of Banks, Market place, Heywood 

Davis, William, Pontypool, Grocer. Jan 24 at 3 at offices of Wain- 
wright, Club chambers, Pontypool. Williams and Co, Newport 

Davison, Joseph, and Harold Selby Davison, Andover, Hants, Auc- 
tioneers. Jan 19 at 12 at offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paui’s 
churchyard 

Dewar, Charles Frederick, St Paul’s churchyard, Umbrella Manufac- 
turer. Jan 16 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Barraud, 
Aithar st West, London Bridge 

Dobson, George, Rotherham, York, Provision Merchant, 
the Ship Hotel, Westgate, Rotherham, 





Jan 19 at 3 at 


Jan 15 at 12 
Oxley and Coward 


| Dodsworth, James, Newcastle-upor-Tyne, out of business. Jan 14 at 3 


at offices of Stanford, Co'lingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Evans, Edward, Shrewsbury, Boot Dealer. Jan 9 at 12 at the Tal- 
bot chambers, Shrewsbury. Chandler 

Evans, Emanuel, Gorsgoeh, Carnarvon, Farm Labourer. 
at offices of Jones and Roberts, Church st, Carnarvon 

Evans, Joho Edward, Strensham, Worcester, Farmer. Jan19 at 12 at 
offices of Corbett, Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 

Ewen, James Alfred, and James Alfred, jun, Manchester, Drapers. 
Jan 23 at 3 at the Mosley Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester, Hall and 
Son, Mancl ester 

Frearsou, John, Breaston, Derby, Innkeeper. Jan 15 at 3 at offices of 
Briggs, Amen aliey, Derby 

Goldsmith, Jeremiah John, and Herbert Somerset Breach, Lowestoft, 
Fishing Boat Owners. Jan 12 at 12 at offices of Seago and Son, High 
st, Lowestoft 

Goldsmith, Thomas, Bristol, out of business. Jan 14 at 12 at offices of 
Clifton and Carter, Broad st, Bristol 

Goldspink, William, Pakefield, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner, Jan 15 
at 12 at offices of Seago and Son, High st, Lowestoft 

Goodwin, Fdwin, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Butcher. Jan 27 at 12 at 
offices of Pollard, 5st Lawrence st, Ipswich 

Gorton, George, Hannington, Wilts, Farmer. 
Boodle, Albion bldgs, New Swindon 

Griffiths, Susannah, Old Trafford, Manchester, Schoolmistress. Jan 13 
at 3 at the York Hotel, York st, Manchester 

Guttenberg, George Gerson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot Dealer. Jan 12 
at 11 at offices of Stead and Sibree, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Hadkins, Sydney, Paul’s alley, St Paul’s churchyard, Hair Dresser. 
Janu 19 at 3 at cffices of Barnett, Palmerston bidgs, Old Broad st 

Hall, Charles, Batley, York, Butcher. Jan 16 at 11 at offices of Staple- 
ton, Union st, Dewsbury 

Harris, Samuel, Orchard st, Portman sq, Carriage Builder, 
3 at offices of Barnett, Palmerston bldgs, O.d Broad st 

Harrison, Dew burst Bisby, Southsea, Jravelling Auctioneer. Jan 20 
at 3 at offices of Browne, Cheapside. Green, Qneea st 

Hart, Stephen, Brandon st, Walworth, Coal Dealer. Jan 9 at 3 at 
offices of Staniland, King st, Cheapside 

Hateley, James, jun, Bethnal Green rd, Gereral Merchant. Jan 15 at 
ll at the Mason’s Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Coleman st. Hateley, 


jun 

a oo a Gilbert, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Farmer. Jan 19 
at 12 at offices of Pickard, Kirkby Lonsdale 

Holmes, William, Dacre Banks, near Leeds, Draper. Jan 13 at 12 at the 
People’s Hote!, Harrogate. Farmery, Knaresborough 

Hoghes, Hugh, Ruthin, Denbigh, lonkeeper, Jan 19 at 2 at the 
Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Denbigh. Lloyd and Roberts, Rathia 

Kellett, John, Choriton-on-Medicck, Manchester, Seedsman. Jan 20 at 
2.30 at Clarence Hotel, Piccadily, Manchester. Brown and Ains- 
wor h, Stockport 

Kemp, Ernest Richard, Chester, Publican. Jan 16 at offices of Nordon 
and Mason, Bridge’st row East, Chester 

Kennard, Henry William, High st. Poplar, Cheesemonger, Jan 16 at 
2 at offices of Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 

Larking, Jabez, Tunbridge, Kent, Farmer. Jan 7 at 12.30 at offices of 
Knocker, Lon?on rd, Sevenoaks 

Leete, Benjamin, Plymouth, Comedian. Jan 14 at 11 at offices of 
Greenway, Frankiort st, Plymouth ) 

Lord, Joshua, and John Henry Wagstaff, Ardwick, Manchester, Tin 
and Jap d Goods Manufacturers. Jan 15 at 3 at offices of Eltoft, 
King st, Manchester , 

Lowe, George Frederick, Gt Dover st, Borough, Provision Merchant. 
Jan 19 at 3 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmorger lane 
Angell and Co, Gresham at a 

Lowes, William, Redear, York, Watchmaker, Jan 16 atl at offices of 
Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Mallandaine, John Elliot, Princess’s Theatre, Oxford st, Musical Director 
Jan 21 at 10 a offices of Copeman, Southampton 5! 

Markham, George, Churoh ae a ne Dairyman. Jan 21 at 
2 at offices of ‘Tanner, Circus pl, Finsbury circus 

McKeown, James, Waterloo, Lancashire, Baker. Jan 19 at3 at offices 
Masters and Fletcher, North John st, Liverpool 


Jan 14 at3 


Jan 19 at 11 at offices of 


Jan 13 at 
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Middelton, Thomas, Ruthin, Denbigh, Innkeeper, Jan 19 at 11 at 
Wynnstay Arms Hote!, Ruthin. Lloyd and Roberts, Rutbin 

Miller, George William, Booth st, Bethnal green, Maple Moulding 
Manufacturer, Jan 19 at 3 at offices of Mogg, Shoreditch High st. 
Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 

Mills. John, East India rd, Limehouse, Timber Merchant. Jan 16 at 
12 at offices of Lewis and Watson, Gracechurch st 

Moyle, S»muel, Leominster, Woolstapler. Jan 15 at 3 at offices of 
Moore, Corn sq, Leominster 

Parnell, Henry, Walsall, Stafford, Nursery Seedsman. Jan 14 at 2 at 
the Swan Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hughes, West Bromwich 

Parsley, Charles, Cholesbury, Hertford, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 14 at 
11.30 at offices of Bullock, Great Berkhamsted 

Peddle, William, Greot Marlow, Farmer. Jan 15 at 2 at the Guildhall, 
Hich Wycombe. Clarke, High Wye mbe 

Pilshaw, Henry George, Walsall, Stafford, Builder. Jan 15 at 3 at 
offices of Kast, 'emple st, Birmingham 

Ponder, George, and James Barnett Scrimes, Rivington st, Curtain rd, 
Furniture Manufecturers. Jan 14 at 2 at offices of Tadman, Gray’s 
inn piace, Gray’s inn 

Prockter, Samuel Francis, Shepherd st, Spitalfields, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 24 at 12 at offices of Prockhter and Andrews, Princes st, Spital- 
fields 

Pn''in, Edward Prosper, Ryde. Jan 20 at 3 at offices of Fardell, 
Cambrian House Offices, Ryde 

Rimmer, Jot\n, Ince-within-Mackerfield, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Jan 20 
at 3 at offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 

Rose, Thomas, Eitisley, Cambridge, Farmer, Jan 22 at 4 at offices of 
Wilkinson and Co, St Neots, Huntingdonshire 

Rowling, George, Kentford, Suffolk, Dealer. Jan 14 at 12 at the Guild- 
hail, Bury 8t Edmunds, Gross, Bury St Edmunds 

Schofield, Issa: har, Scarborough, Innkeeper. Jan 20 at 2 at the Bull 
and Mouth Hotel, Briggate, Leeds. Watts, Scarborongh 

Smith, Thomas, Birmingham, Mill Furnisher. Jan 14 at 11 at 32, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Spencer, Thomas, and John Wright Terry, Bradford, General Ware- 
housemen, Jan 14 at 11 at the Cannon st Hotel, London. Lees and 


0 

Spillman, Henry John, Edgware rd, Cheesemonger. Jan 20 at 3 at 
the Creditors’ Association, Arthur st East. Pearce and Sons, Gilt- 
spur st 

Str. ud, Alfred Horatio, Bournemouth, Builder. Jan 15 at 1 at offices 
of Wade, Old Christchurch rd, Bournemouth 

Tappenden, Henry, Mayfield, Sussex, Grocer. Jan 22 at 2 at the Castle 
Hotel, Tunbridge Wells. Langham, Uckfield 

Tapster, John, Skegness, Lincolu, Builder. Jan 14 at 2 at offices of 
Tapster, Lumley rd, Skegness, Brogden, Lincoln 

Taylor, Henry, Fordington, Dorchester, Engineer, Jan 20 at 12 at the 
Junction Hotel, Dorchester. Andrews and Co, Dorchester 

Tearne, Richard Thomas Padmore, Hallow, near Worcester, Farmer. 
Jan 15 at 11 at offices of Hill, Pierpoint st, Worcester 

Tindall, George, Wilberfoss, York, Farmer. Jan 17 at 3 at offices of 
Dale, Blake st, York 

Toms, Frederick Lionel, Queen Victoria st, Advertising Contractor. 
Jan 19 at 2 «t offices of Tudor, Pump ct, Temple 

Twigg, John, Burton-on-Trent, “Builder. Jan 16at2at the Midland 
Hotel, Burton-on-Trent. Mears, Burton-on-Trent. 

Walker, Edwin Masey, Hemyock, Devon, Innkeeper. 
the Half Moon Inn, Wellington. Davie, Wellington 

Watts, Charles, Ashborne, Derby, Tailor, Jan 19 at 3.30 at offices of 
Holland and Rigby, St John st, Ashborne 

Weils, William, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer. Jan 15 at 2 at offices of 
Ford and Warren, Albion st, Leeds 

Wilkins, Robert, jun, and James Thomas Hill, Bristol, Builders. 
Jan 15 at 1 at offices of Dodds, Bristol. Moseley, Bristol 

Wilkinson, Joho, Church Fenton, York, Farmer. Jan 13 at 12.80 at 
ottices of Jones, Coney st, York 

Williams, Richard, Liverpoll, Clothier. Jau 19 at1 at the Albion Hotel, 
Piccadilly, Manchester. Pennock, Liverpool 

Wil-on, Francis, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Jan 16 at 3 at offices of 
Boiler and Bickley, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 

Woodcock, William, Heanor, Derby, Milk Seller. Jan 5 at 2.30 at 
the Navigation Inn, Langley Mill (and not Hill, as erroneously 
printed in the Gazette of 19 Dec last), Derbyshire. Belk, Not- 
lingham 

Yates, Juhn, Rochdale, Lancaster, Egg Merchant, Jan 15 at 2.30 at 
offices of Brierley, Buit’s avenue, Rochdale 


Tuxspay, JAN 6, 1880. 

Adams, Thomas, East Dean, Gloucester, Carpenter. Jan 16 at 12at office 
of Smith and Son, Newnham 

Austin, Joseph, High Wycombe, Bucks, Grocer. Jan 23 at 3 at 25, High- 
st, High Wycombe. Rawson, Great Marlow 

Bailey, Henry Gordcn, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Grocer. Jan 19 at 12 
at offices of Reece and Co. New st, Birmingham 

Baker, Alfred George, Loughborough rd, Brixton, Grocer. Jan 19 at 3 
at offices of Aird, Eastcheap 

Baker, Jos*ph, Cloak lane, Cannon st, Iron Merchant. Jan 28 at 3 at 
offices oi Krodribb, Great St Helens 

Barlow, William, Birmingham, Fruit and Potato Salesman. Jan 15 at 3 
at offices of Parry, Benet’s hill, Birmingham 

Barnard, Deniel, Great Saling,Essex, Farmer. Jan 26 at 2 at the Horn 
Hotel, Braintree, Smoothy, Braintree 

Beaumoni. Wiliam, Bacingham, Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 30 at 2 at the 
Crown and Anchor Hotel, Framlingbam. Pollard, Ipswich 

Beck, John, Liverpool, Draper. Jan 20 at 3 at offices of Carruthers, 
Lord st, Liverpool 

Beeney, Robert, Reahill, Surrey, Horse Dealer. Jan 17 at 4at the Gren 
Dragon Ho'el, Highst, Croydon. Dennis, Croydon 

Blakemore, Frank, Walsall, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 20 at 11 at offices of 
Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

Bowett, William, jan., Elm, Cambridge, Farmer. Jan 15 at ll at offices 
of Ollard, York row, Wisbech 

Brett, Robert, Loughborough rd, Brixton, Commission Agent. Jan 16 
at 2 at offices of Moresby-White, Chancery lane 

Brooks, William, Newport, Monmouth. Jan 20 at 11 at the Royal 
Hotel, Crewe. Sherratt and Son, Kidsgrove 

Buekley James, Ashton under-Lyne, Coal Dealer. Jan 2! at 3 at the 
Pitt and Nelson Hotel, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne. Clayton 


Jan l5at ll at 





Byard John, and Alfred Herdin, Jewry st, Aldgate, 
Chemists, Jan 16 at 3 at ofces of Cannon, King st, Choapsidg 

Caley, George Newbridge, Vincent st, Westminster, Iron founder 
Jan 13 at 12 at offices of Rawlings and Wright, Railway approach, 
London Bridge, Gregory, Moorgate st r 

Cannon, Charles, sen., Keinton Mandeville, Somerset, Cattle Dealer 
-— 19 at 12 at the George Hotel, Castle Cary. Hobbs, jun, 
Wells 

Caper, Charles Henry, and Charles Thomas Capes, Kingston-upop. 
Hull, Tailors. Jan 16 at 12 at offices of Chatham & Son, Bowlailey 
lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Carrcway, Alfred, Bolsover st, Regent’s park, Grocer. Jan 24 at} 
at offices of Dutton, Ciurton st, Pimlico 

Church, Hngh, Greenwich, Kent, Grocer, Jan 27 at 3 at offices of 
Mason and Son, Bedford row, Holborn 

Cia: ke, Elizabeth, Withington, Hereford, Farmer, 
offices of Pember, King st, Hereford. Beddoe 

Clay, Thom-s, Nottingham, Slater. Jan 23 at 12 at offices of Fraser, 
Brougham chamber=, Wheeler gate r 

Clayton, Samuel David, Barnsley, York, Confectioner. Jan 19 at 12 
at offices of Gray, Eastgate, Barnsley 

Cook, James, Lye, Worcester, Publican. Jan 17 at 11 at officeso¢ 
Willcock, Queen st, Woiverhampton 

Cooke, James, Weymouth st, Portland pl, Shoemaker. Jan 2lat3 
at offices of Sayer, Duke st. Manchester sq 

Crawley, Robert, Marsh, Ewell, Surrey, Cattle Dealer. Jan 16 at lat 
Green Dragon Hotel, High st, Croydon. Dennis, Croydon 

Criob, Frederick James, and George Henry Cottam, Huddersfield, 
Tron Founders. Jan 15 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton ri, 
Huddersfield 

Crossley, William Henry, Halifax, Coal Dealer. Jan 19 at 11 at officas 
of Leeming, Westgate, Halitax 

Dale, Peter, Mitcham, Surrey, Beer Retailer. Jan 28 at 3 at offices 
of Hare, Old Broad st 

Danes, Parish, Yeliing, Huntingdon, Farmer. Jan 23 at 11 at offices: 
of Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Dawson, Samuel, Wyberton, Lincoln, Machine Owner. Jan 19 at J2at 
offices of Sills, West st, Boston 

Dennett, Charles, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Builder. Jan 20 at 12a: 
Cambrian House Offices, Ryde. Fardell 

Dennison, Thomas, Kippax, nr Leeds, Farmer. Jan 19 at 11 at offices 
of Cousins, Kank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Douglas, Mary, Bristol, Engineer. Jan 16 at 12 at offices of Phillips, 
Corn st, Bristol. Clifton and Carter, Bristol 

Draper, George, Newington, York, Master Mariner. Jan 14 at 3 at 
offices of Jackson, Imperial chambers, Bowl-aliey lane, Kingstoa- 
upoo-Hull 

Dufty, Arthur Richard Sykes, Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber Merchant. 
Jvn 19 at 3 at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston upon- 
Hull, Woodhouse and Peach, Hull! 

Duxbury, Humphrey, and James Horsfall, Leeds, Corn Millers, Ja» 
20 at 2 at Law Institution, Albion pl, Leeds. Dibb and Co 

Dyson, John, Leeds, Corn Miller. Jan 19 at 3 at Law Institution, 
Albion pl, Leeds. Simpson and Burrell 

Eastwood, George, Huddersfield, Wholesale Fruiterer, 
offices of Barker and Co, Estate bldgs, Huddersfield 

Eastham, James, Salford, Lancashire, Confectioner’s Assistant. Jan 1 
at 3 at offices of Connor, Princess st, Manchester 

Edwards, Emily, George st, Richmond, Milliner. Jan 26 at 2.30 at 
offives of Liquidation Co, Finsbury p!. Gray, ‘Finsbury pl 

Evans, Mary. Mumbles, Glamorgan, Tailor, Jan 15 at 12 at offices of 
Thomas, York p!, Swansea 

Fraser, David, Norbiton, Surrey, Master Cooper. Jan 23 at 3 at 14, 
Cheapside. Buckland, Kingston-on-Thames 

Garwood, Juhn Ramsey, Ledsham, York, Farmer. Jan 22 at 3 at offices 
of Clarke and Son, Bank st, Leeds 

Gibson, John, Skerue, York, Lankeaper. 
White, Exchange st, Gr: at Driffield 

Gosling, Leonard, Birmingham, Builder. 
Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. 

Gould, William, Marston Magna, Somerset, Farmer, 
offices of Mayo and Marsh, Church st, Yeovil 

Govey, Henry J»hn, Euston rd, Baker. Jun 29 at 12 at offices of 


Pridham, John st, Bedford row 
Greenup, Isaac, Sunderland, Tailor. Jan 20 at 11 at offices of Laws00, 
Jan 21 at 3 a 


Villiers st, Sunderland 

Hague, Matthew, Lowe Haugh, York, Shopkeeper. 
offices of Badger. Compton chambers, College yard, Rotherham 

Hall, Thomas, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Miner. Jan 17 at 3 at offices 
of James, Newcastle-under-Lyne 

Harris, Alfred William, St Join st rd, Boot and Shoe Maker. Jan 16 
at 12 at offices of Noton, Great Swan alley, Moorgate st z 

Harison, William, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Machinist. 
Jan 23 at 11 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, 
Manchester 

Harrop, George Joseph, Sheffield, Grocer. Jan 16 at 11 at offices af 
Mellor, Queen st, Sheffield 

Hartley, Isaac, and Richard Hindley, Leicester, Boot and Shoe Manu- 
facturer. Jan 19 at 3 at the offices of Wright and Hicks, Belvoir st 
Leicester 

Haslam, George Herbert, Church rd, Islington, Trimming Mani~ 
facturer. Jan 22 at 2 at offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury j 

Haynes, William Edward, Oxford, Cook. Jan 20 at12 at offices of Bicket 
toa, St Michael’s chmbrs, Ship st 

Hermann, Hyman, Commercial st, Spitalfields, Pastry Cook. Jan 19 
at 2 atoffices of Cattlin, Wormwood st, Old Broad st 

Hillier, John, Bristol, outofbusiness. Jan 24 at 11 at offices of Morgaa 
Arch house chmbrs, John st, Bristol 

Hough, Andrew, Southam, Warwick, Innkeeper. Jan 19 at 3 at office: 
of Wood, Southam 

Hunter, Robert, amd Ralph Robinson, Sunderland, Drapers. Jan 21 
12 at offices cf Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Steel, Sunderland * 

Hurtnole, John, St Philip and Jacob, Bristol, Grocer. Jan 23 at2 
offices of Evans, Exchange bldngs East, Bristol ab 

Illingworth, George, Congleton, Obester, Innkeeper. Jan 21 at!! 
offices at Cooper, Townhall chmbrs, Congleton 0 

Jackson, Thomas, Stockton-on-the-Forest, York, Tailor, Jan 19at ! 
at offices of Crumbie, Stonegate, York 


Jan 16 at 11 a 


Jan 19 at 3 at 


Jan 16 at 2 at offices of 


Jan 16 at 3 at the Groat 
Perry, Birmingham 
Jan 14 at Li af 
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—— ae field, Stafford, Market Gard Jan 19 at 12 
Wholesaly Samuel, Lichfield, Stafford, Mar! ener. Jan 19 ai at 

pide Ms of Sianiey, Bridge st, Walsall 

1 founder. Jobn, Thomas, Cowbridge, Glamorgan,Carpenter. Jan 21 at 2 at offices 
Approach, of Ord, Cowbridge ; 

r Jonse, Frederick, Weston Colville, Cambridge, Farmer. Jan 20 at 
le Dealer. gt the Red Lion Hotel, Cambridge. Jackson and Vincent, Haverhill 
bbs, jug, Jonees, David Hngh, Birkenhead, Tailor. Jan 15 at 3 at offices of 

- Mawson, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. Bleakley, Birkenhead 
ston-upon. George Talboys, Bedford, Journeyman Butcher, Jan 19 at 12 

Bowlailey at offices of Conquest and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 
nes, John, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Provision Dealer. Jan 20 at 
n 24 at) il at Albion Hotel, Chester. Jones, Liverpool 
Jones, John, Bristol, Timber Merchant. Jan 17 at 11 at offices of 
; Offices of Barnard, Small st, Bristol c 
Jones, William John, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Draper. Jan 19 at 3 at 
at 11 at offices of Edmunds, Clark, and Co, St James st, Portrea. Wool- 
dridge, Sandown — 
Of Fraser Samuel, Birmingham, Confectioner. Jan 19 at 3 at affices of 

4 Wright and Marshall, Townhall chambers, New st, Birmingham 

n 19 at 12 Jobb, James Brook, Batley, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Jan 19 at 
9,30 at Batley Station Hotel, Batley. Scholefield and Tayior 
t offices of Keates, Alfred Robert Sweeny, Swansea, Refreshment house Keeper. 
Jan 15 at 3 at Centre Hotel, Swansea 
an 21 ats Kemp, John, Margate, Dairyman. Jan 17 at 1 at offices of Rushton, 
Tnien row, Margate 
6 at lat Kerr, William Alexander, Hart st, Bloomsbury sq, Managing Director 
of a Public Company. Jan 16 at 2 at offices of Durant, Guildhall 
idersteld, chambers, Basinghall st 
uXton rd, King, John, Redhill, Surrey, out of business. Jan 15 at 2 at Green 
Dragon Hotel, High st, Croydon. Dennis, Croydon 
at offices Keeble, Frederick Thomas Coleman, King’s College rd, South Hamp- 
stead, China and Glass Dealer. Jan 30 at 2 at officesof Nash and 
at offices Field, Queen st, Cheapside 
Iangdon, William Sw eet, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Farmer, Jan 24 at 
at offices: 11 at offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
Iehmann, August Julius Albert, Copperfield rd, Bow, Paper Manu- 
9 at 12 at facturer. Jan 26 at 2 at offices of Kendrick and Walter, Gresham st, 
Argles and Co 
at 12 3} lewis, James, St Paul’s churchyard, Warehouseman. Jan 20 at 3 at 


the Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Miles, King 


it offic es Edward st, Newgate st 
Iong, Charles, Bute Docks, Cardiff, Painter. Jan 19 at 3at offices of 
Phillips, Gunn and Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff. Nettleton, Cardiff 
Major, William, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner. Jan 26 at 12 
at 3 at at offices of Seago and Son, High st, Lowestoft 
ngstoa- Matthews, David, Warrington, Fruiterer. Jan 24 atll at the King’s 
Head, Winwick st, Warrington. Law, Manchester 
chant. McLaren, David, Hawes, York, Saddler. Jan 20 at 10 at the Bolton 
D upon. Arms Inn, Leyburn. Waistell, Northallerton 
Meade, John, St Ann’s rd, Stamford hill, Corn Merchant. Jan 29 at 2 
's. Jan at offices of Medcalf, King st, Cheapside 
Merrills, George, West Retford, Nottingham, Painter. Jan 23 at 11 at 
itutioa, offices of Bescoby, Grove st, Retford 
Miller, Lawrie McClymont, Rochdale, Confectioner. Jan 22 at 3 at 
t 3 at offices of Roberts, John st, Rochdale 
Milsome, William Gaiger, Kingsomlorne, Southampton, Farmer. Jan 
Jan 19 15 at 12 at offices of Bailey and White, Jewry st, Winchester 
Minns, Luke, Reading, Licensed Victualler. Jan 16 at 3 at offices of 
2,30 at Beale and Martin, London st, Reading 
: Morse, James, Redgate, Tonyrefai!, Glamorgan, Grocer. Jan 15 at 12 
Aces of at offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Myddelton, Thomas (and not Middelton, as erroneously printed is last 
Gazette}, Ruthin, Denbigh, Innkeeper. Jan 19 at 11, at Wynnstay 
at 145, Arms Hotel, Ruthin. Lloyd and Roberts, Ruthin. 
. Nathan, Louis, Newport, Monmouth, Outfitter. Jan 21 at 3 at offices 
 offtces of Lovering and Co, Gresham st, London 
Niemann, Edmund Henry, York Villa, Brixton, Artist. Jan 15 at 2 
ves of at offices of Mocjen, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Palmer, James, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Farmer. Jan 12 at 2 at Bell 
Great Inn, Castle Hedingham. Mumford, Sudbury 
ham Parry, John, Cerne Abbas, Dorset, Farmer. Jan 27 at 12 at Antelope 
tL at Hotel, Dorchester. Andrews and Co, Dorcnester 
t Pearson, George Shepherd, Leeds, Manure Merchant. Jan 19 at 3 at 
ces 0 20, Royal Exchange, Leeds. Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate 
Pepper, Joseph, Aston, near Birmingham, Plumber, Jan 16 at 10.30 
W300, at offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 
Phipps, William, Painswick, Gloucester, Farmer. Jan 19 at 12 at 
i 3 at offices of Kearsey and Parsons, Russell st, Stroud 
Podmore, Joseph Henry. Dawley, Salop, Grocer. Jan 27 at 10.80 at 
offices: offices of Harries, Dawley 
6 Pope, William Pearce, and Richard Cambridge Pope, Bristol, Iron 
an Founders. Jan 16 at 1 at offices of Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 
inl Raphael, Joseph, St James pl, A’dgate, Diamond Merchant. Jan 21 at 
y4 1 at the Gvildha!l Coffev-house, Gresham st. Emanuel and Co., 
roo! 
= Reynolds, John Temple, Wellington st, Strand, Hatter. Jan 19 at 3 
at offices of Reader, Holborn Viaduct 
, Richards, John, Cemp hil), Birmingham, Commission Agent. Jan 17 
ADs at 1! at offices of Petry, Aun st, Birmingham 
oir st Riddell, William, Finsbury pl, Commercial Agent. Jan 15 at 12 at 
sol offices of Wickens, Palmerston bldgs, Old Broad st 
Robinson, John, Great Driffield, York, Butcher. Jan 21 at 2 at offices 
icker of White, Exchange st, Great Dritteld 
rson, William, Aughton, York, Innkeeper, Jan 19 at 2 at the 
9 Old wan Inn Selby. Rhodes, Sherburn 
a , Charles, Gough st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Cab Proprietor. Jan 15 at 3 
at offices of Ricketts, Frederick st, Gray’s-inn-rd 
gal, pson, Frank, Ashbourne, Derby, Photographer. Jan 19 at 12 at 
ioe: ces of Fowler and Co, Friar-lane, Leicester 
Slater, Ward, Ward Slater the younger, and Minton Slater, Alpha pl, 
i at King’s Cross, Grocers. Jan 15 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 
Foster, Brunswick sq, Bloomsbury 
34 » Samuel, West Hartlepool, Coffee Tavern Proprietor, Janu 22 at 
$ at offices of Huntly, Fawcett st, Sunderland 
Lab €n, George Swalwell, Bishop Auckland, Licensed Victualler. 
Jan 16 at 11 at offices of Parker, North Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 


Agnes, Stockton-on-Tees, Innkeeper. Jan 19 at 11 at offices 
of Trotter, Bank chambers, Stockton-on-Tees, Thomas 





Spradbury, Joseph, Harp lane, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Jan 21 at 
pl the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Piesse and Son, Old Jewry” 
chambers 

Stannard, James, Argyll sq, King’s Cross, Corn Merchant. Jan 2! at 
11.30 at offices of Wright and Law, High Holborn 

Stebbing Thomas, West Hall, Paglesham, Essex, Farmer. Jan 22 at 
11 at the King’s Head Inn, Rochford. Gregson, Rochford 

Stephens, George, jun, Brighton, Brosh Manufactnrer. Jan 21 at 2 at 
offices of Bridger, Botolph lane. Buckwell, Brighton 

Sutherland, Caleb, Broadheath, Chester, Biacksmith. Jan 19 at3 at 
35, Cannon st, Manchester. Harris, Manchester, 

Thomas, James Morgan, Lammas st, Carmarthen, General Dealer. Jan 
16 at 10,15 at the Home Trade Rooms, York st, Manchester. Grif-- 
fithe, Carmarthen 

Thomas, William George, Liverpool, Confectioner. Jan 19 at 3 at 
offices of Quelch, Hatton garden, Liverpool 

Tinsley, William, Rochester Kent, Tailor. Jan 23 at 11.30 at Dolly’s 
Hotel, Queen’s Head passage, Newgate st. Norman, Chatham 

Toulson, Charles, Hough-on-the-Hill, Lincoln, Miller. Jan 20 at 12 at 
the Blue Lion Inn, Market place, Grantham. Durance, Lincoln 

Townson, Bruce Wallace, Portsmouth, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Jan 
22 at 2 at St. Thomas bldgs, St, Thomas st, Southwark. Rashleigh, _ 
Borough High st 

Turney, John, Luton, Bedford, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Jan 15 at 12 at 
at offices of Duke, King st, Luton. Freeman, Dunstable 

Underwood, Samuel Shaw, Swithland, Leicester, Farmer. Jan 20 at 
12 at offices of Dean and Hands, Market pl, Loughborough. 

Waterworth, John, Uphoiland, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Jan 22 at3 at. 
at offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 

Welch, Alfred, Broadwinsor, Dorset, Farmer. Jan 21 at 11 at offices 
of Paul, Court Barton, Ilminster 

White, Frederick, Meads, near Eastbourne, Builder. Jan 21 at 12.30 
at offices of Dearle and Edgeworth, Terminus road, Eastbourne 

Whitehead, Robert, Bradford, York, Bazaar Keeper. Jan 21 at 12 at 
the Albion Hotel, Briggate, Leeds. Beverley, Bradford 

Whipp, Penelope, York, Farmer. Jan 19 at 12 at offices of Silvester 
and Son, Ladygate, Beverley 

Willis, James, Birmingham, Poulterer. Jan 14 at 11.30 at offices of* 
Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Wilson, John, Sheffield, Watchmaker. Jan 19 at 2 at offices of Broom- 
head and Co, Bank chambers, George st, Sheffield 

Wisdom, John, Leicester, Cabman. Jan 22 at 12 at officesof Smart 
and Jeffs, Silver st, Leicester. Buckby, Leicester 

Woodger, Mary, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Dealer in Fancy 
Goods. Jan 19 at 12 at cffices of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Woodward, Josiah, West Bromwich, Bricklayer. Jan 17 at ll at 
offices of Hughes, Lodge ter, High st, West Bromwich 

Woolley Peter, Nether Broughton, Leicester, Farmer. Jan 20 at 2 at 
offices of Barker, Sherard st, Melton Mowbray 

Woolliscroff, Thomas, Tunstall, Stafford, Builder. Jan 19 at 3 at 
offices of Mayer, Waterloo rd, Burslem 

Wright, Thomas, East Dean, Gloucester, Colliery Manager. Jan 14 at 
12 at offices of Goold and Gilbert, Newham 

Wright, William, Clopton, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 12 at offices 
cf Pollard, St. Lawrence st, Ipswich 





b 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti~Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘* the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” ‘ 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vaniila Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro= 


nibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 33., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOUMSBURY 

(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless systern of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 








AW.—WAN‘ED, by a firm of Solicitors in the- 


City, a Copying Clerk who is able to give good references as to 
character.—Address, W. B., care of Messrs. Dawson & Sons, 121, 
Cannon-street, E.C. 





UBLIC READING and SPEAKING. — The. 


Rev. Atex, J. D. D’Orsey, B.D., Lect. K.C.L., will re-open 
his Private Classes at 13, Prince’s-square,, W., at 5, 6, 8, and 9 p.m., om 
15th for Barristers; 16th for Solicitors ;,17th for Law Students. Ten 
lessons, £1 Is, 
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ONEY. — LONDON and WESTMINSTER 

LOAN and DISCOUNT COMPANY (iiimited).—-ADVANCES 

made without fees in sums of £10 to £500 on Personal Security, 

Deeds, Furniture, Bills of Sale, Foreign Stocks, Bonds, Reversions, 

and Life Policies. Prospectuses gratis, or sent on application, Offices, 
62, St. Martin’s-lane, London, W.C. CHARLES HILLS, Secretary. 


HE MONETARY ADVANCE COMPANY 
(LIMITED) advances £30 to £1,000 at a day’s notice upon 
MORTGAGE of Furniture and other property without removal, 
sureties, or preliminary fees. London and suburbs only.—T. INa@LIs, 
Manager, 34, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 


ANTED, by a First-class Life Office, District 
Agents, to devote the whole or part of their time to the 
business. Assistance and instruction will be given where no experience 
has been had. Liberal terms.—Address, with full particulars of name, 
age, and address, D.8., 17, Haselrigge-road, Clapham-park, 8.W. 


A SOLICITOR, aged 32, educated at Winchester, 

admitted 8 years, with 7 years’ experience of the best class of 
‘Conveyancing and Family Business as Managing Clerk to a Lincoln’s- 
inn Firm, wishes tor a Partnership, or Clerkship with a view to Part- 
nership, in London or the Country.—Address, D. A., care of Messrs. 
Street Brothers, 5, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 














Now ready. 
HE SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT, 1879, 
with INTRODUCTION, NOTES, RULES, and INDEX. By 
H. MARTIN GREEN, Solicitor, Deputy-Clerk to Justices, Editor of 
** Digest of the Education Act, 1876.’ (Dedicated by permission to the 
Right Hon. the Lord Chancellor.) Price, cloth gilt, 3s. 6d. 
Warertow & Sons, Limirep, London-wall, London. 


INTS on ADVOCACY.—By a BARRISTER. 
Second Edition (revised and enlarged). Price 5s, 
Waresrtow Bros, & Layton, 24, Birchin-lane, London 








Now ready, price 9d. E 
HE LAW ALMANACK for 1880, Published by 
Tuomas Scorr, Warwick-court, Holborn; Hamitton & Co., 
Paternoster-row ; and sold by all Law Booksellers and Stationers. 


h R. INDERMAUR (Clifford’s Inn Prizeman, 

Editor of the Law Student’s Journal, and Author of Various 
Works for Law Students) receives pupils for all iegal Examinations, 
or reading, both in class and privately, and also prepares students 
through the post. The number in each class is limited to12. At the 
Final (Solicitors) for last five terms in succession, pupils have taken 
Honours. During that time 68 sent np, of whom 61 passed, !0 of these 
taking Honours.—For terms and further particulars apply, personally 
or by letter, to Mr. InpERMAUR, 22, Chancery-lane, London. 








BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 
< her? Corporation is prepared to Accept LOANS of 


£100 and upwards, on security of the Local Rates, at £3} per 

cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice; or for periods of 
three, four, or five years at £33 percent. per annum. The Interest 
payable half-yearly. 

Offers of Loans to be addressed to 

WILLIAM R. HUGHES, Treasurer, 
Treasurer’s Department, The Coancil House, 
Eden-place, 10th April, 1879, 


M ODEL SETS OF OFFICES (eight or sixteen 
; roo ms).—Two self-contained sets of premises, 14 and 15, Union- 
court, Old Broad-street, to be LET. Strong-room and ell conveniences. 
—Messrs. DeseNnuAmM, Tewson, & Farmer, 80, Cheapside, E.C. 








AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


‘STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens. This new colour 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen, 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,38; and Imperial Quarts of 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls. each. 


EDE AND 50N 
ROBE 








ae ~ MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, ZC 
‘ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





=—=—= 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMERS 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House 
nvestments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, C! Ee 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for ingy,. 
tion should be received nof later thuu four days previous tothe eng 
of the preceding month. 








WASTE PAPER Or PARCHMENT Pup. 

CHASED in any quantities, yj 
ledgers, newspapers, magazines, letters, jn. 
voices, &c. All papers destroyed, being re. 
duced to pulp for re-manufacture. Vang co}. 
lect daily within twelve miles of London, 
Highest prices returned per P.O.0. Country 
parcels secure immediate attention, — 
Putas, Miuis, & Co.’s Works, 3, Amber. 


WASTE PAPER ley Wharf, Paddington. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 


Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brizr Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6€., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foouscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CREAM-LAID Nove, 3s., 4s., and 5a. per ream, 

LARGE CxkaM-LalD Nore, 48. 64., 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Langage BuveE Nort, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

ENvELOopPEs, CREAM 0B BLUE, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue ** TempLe’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

FoouscaP OrricraL ENnvetores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PARTRIDGE & Coorer’s VELLUM Wove Civus-Hovse Nore, 9s. 64, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthles 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe thy 
each sheet bears the facsimile water-mark, ‘*‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” witha 
which none is genuine. 

[NDENTURE Skins, Printed and Machime-ruled, 2s. 5d. ch, 288, per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

SEcoNDS OR FoLLowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, pet 

roll. 


Records 08 MemorIALs, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 
Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books. 


An immense stock in various bindings. 


peneeaiie LL WHISKY. 


WASTE PAPER 











INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild and 
Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally recom: 
mended by the Profession. The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies. 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall says— 


* Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very excellent 
quality.’’ 








INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, Paris 
Exhibition, 1878; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, the Gold Medai. 
20, Great Titchfield Street, London, W. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


Every description of printing executed with the utmost speed 
and upon reasonable terms. 
Entrance through the Corridor of the New 
Buildings—opposite the Post Office, Chancery 
Lane. 





— 





PEARS' 


TRANSPARENT 
SOAP 


PURE, FRAGRANT, AND DURABLE 
The Best for Toilet, Nursery, and Shaving, 
OF ALL CHEMISTS AND PERFUMERS. 





























































































